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NOTICE OF FINAL LOCAI- ACTION ON COASTAL PERMIT

t FINAL LOCAL
ACTION I*.IQTICECounty of Santa Cruz

Date of Notice: 718119

Notice Sent (via certified mail)to:
California Coastal Commission
Central Coast Area Office
725 Front Street, Ste. 300
Santa Cruz, CA 95060

RECEIVED
JUL - e 2019

CALIFORNIA

QOASTAL CO[4[flSStON
CENTBAL COAST AREA

e&at%on
{'/a{'1 1l\i'

Please note the following Final Santa Cruz County Action on a coastal permit, coastal permit amendment or coastal
permit extension application (all local appeals have been exhausted for this matter):

P ect !nformation

Application No.: 181146
Project Applicant: Peninsula Open Space Trust

Address: 222 High Street, Palo Alto, Ca 94301

Applicant's Representative: Land Trust of Santa Cruz County
Address: 617 Water Street, Santa Cruz, Ca 95060
Phone/E-mail: 831-429-61 16

Project Location: The main tract (8,160 acres) is located north of Highway 1 , east of Swanton Road, south of Jamison
Creek Road, and west of Empire Grade. Laguna Tract (373 acres) is located north of Smith Grade, east of Pine Flat
Road, south of lce Cream Grade, and west of Empire Grade. Trailhead access to the main tract is proposed on the west
side of Empire Grade, approximately 1/4 mile north of Braemoor Drive.

Project Description: Proposal to construct a parking lot and trail system for access to open space. Requires a Coastal
Development Permit, Master Site Plan Approval, and Riparian Exception.

Fina! Action !nformation

Final LocalAction: Approved with Conditions

FinalAction Body:

trx
Ad m in istrative Approval
Zoning Administrator

Required Materials
Supportinq the Final Action

Enclosed Previously
sent (date)

Staff Report XXX

Adopted Findings xxx

Adopted Conditions XXX

Site Plans XXX

Elevations XXX

Planning Commission
Board of Supervisors

Additional Materials
Supportinq the Final Action

Enclosed Previously
sent (date)

CEQA Document

Geotechnical Reports

Biotic Reports

Other:

Other:

Coastal Commission Appeal lnformation

E This Final Action is Not Appealable to the California Coastal Commission, the Final County of Santa Cruz Action is now effective.

X rnis Final Action is appealable to the California Coastal Commission. The Coastal Commission's 1O-working day appeal period

begins the first working day after the Coastal Commission receives adequate notice of this Final Action. The Final Action is not

effective until after the Coastal Commission's appeal period has expired and no appeal has been filed. Any such appeal must be

made directly to the California Coastal Commission Central Coast Area Office in Santa Cruz, there is no fee for such an appeal.

Should you have any questions regarding the Coastal Commission appeal period or process, please contact the Central Coast

Area Office at the address listed above, or by phone at (831) 427-4863.

Copies of this notice have also been sent via first-class mail to:

. Applicant
o lnterested parties who requested mailing of notice
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COUNTY OF SANTA CRUZ
Planning Department

Colstel DeveLoPMENT PERMIT. MASTER SITE PUI
APPRoVAL. RtPARTAN ExcEPTtoN

Owner:
Address:

Peninsula Open ce Trust Permit Number:
Parcel Number(s):

181't46**
No Situs Address 080-011-42 + Multiple

APN'S

PROJECT DESCRIPTION AND LOCATION

Proposal to construct a parking lot and trail system for access to open space on properties zoned TP and
SU. Requires a Coastal Developrlq4t Permit, Master Site Plan Approval, Riparian Exceptlq! and
adoption of a Mitigated Negative Declaration per the requirements of the California Environmental Quality
Act (CEaA). The main tract (8,160 acres) is located north of Highway 1, east of Swanton Road, south of
Jamison Creek Road, and west of Empire Grade. Laguna Tract (373 acres) is located north of Smith
Grade, east of Pine Flat Road, south of lce Cream Grade, and west of Empire Grade. Trailhead access to
the main tract is proposed on the west side of Empire Grade, approximalely 114 mile north of Braemoor
Drive.

SUBJECT TO ATTACHED CONDITIONS

Approval Date: June 21 2019 Effective Date: luly 5, 2019
Exp, Date (r not 6x€rcised): see conditions Coastal Appeal Exp. Date:

Denial Date:
Contact Coaslal

Denial Date:

X ." This project requires a Coastal Zone Permit, the approval ofwhich is appealable to the Califomia Coastal
Commission. (Grounds for appeal are listed in the County Code Section 13.20.110.) The appeal must be filed with
the Coastal Commission within '10 business days of receipt by the Coastal Commission of notice of local action.
Approval or denial of the Coastal Zone Permit is appealable. The appeal must be filed within 14 calendar days of
action by the decision body.

This permit cannot be exercised until after the Coastal Commission appeal period, That appeal period ends
on the above indicated date. P€rmittee is to contact Coastal staff at the end of the above appeal period
prior to commencing any work.

A Building Permit must be obtained (if required) and construction must be initiated prior to the expiration date in
order to exercise this permit. THIS PERMIT lS NOT A BUILDING PERMIT.

By signing ihis permit below, the owner agrees lo accept the terms and conditions of this permit and to accepl
respons ibit ity for payment of the County's costs for inspections and all other actions related to noncompliance with
the pe conditions. This permit shall be null and void in the absence ofthe owner's signature below

ure of Date

Staff anner Date

a fzt fn

( frln
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StaffReport to the
ZoningAdministrator AppticationNumu".: L81L46

Applicrnft Land Trust of Santa Cruz County
Owner: Peninsula Open Space Trust
APN: 080-0 1 1 42 (+ multiple ApNs)
Site Addresr: No Situs (Empirc Grade Road)

Agenda Dete: June 21,2019
Agenda Item #: 6
Time: After 9:00 a"m.

Prqiect Description: Proposal to consEuct a parking lot and trail system for access to open
space.

Location: The main tract (8,160 acres) is located north of Highway l, east of Swaaton Road,
south of Jamison .Creek Road, and west of Empire Gmde. Lagrma Tract (373 acres) is located
north of Smith Gmde, east of Pine Flat Road, south of Ice Cream Grade, and west of Empire
Grade, Trailhead access to thc main tast is proposed on the west side of Empire Grade,
approxirnately' I /4 mile north of Braemoor Drive.

Permits Required: Coastal Development Pemit, Master Site Plan, Riparian Exception

Supenirorial Dirtrict: 3rd Distict @istrict Supervisor: Ryan Coonerty)

Stalf Recommendation:

o Adopl the attached Mitigated Negative Declaration (Exhibit A) per the requirements of
the Califomia Environmental Quality Act.

o Alproval of Application 181146, based on the attached findings and coaditions.

Project Deccriptiou & Settiug

The ptojest includes the approval and implementation of the proposed Sao Vincente Redwoods
public access plan (Attaclment 2 to the Initial Study - Exhibit D) and the construction and
operation of a prking area and riultiple use trail system on the San Vicente Redwoods property,
The Sqn Vicente Redwoods is composed of 26 parcels in two separate areas (approximately
8,500 acres h total). The main tract is aa 8,160-aste property located between the Ben Lomond
Conservation Camp (off of Empire Grade) to the north and the Cotoni-Coast Dairies property
(offof Highway i) to the south. The Laguna tract is a 373-acre property localed to the southeast
ofthe main tract and is adjacent to the Bonny Doon Bcological Reserve,

The San Vicenle Redwoods public access plan would provide a phased progtarn for public
access on the property for recreatioq research, ,nd education with a trailhead ploposed off of
Empire Grade for accegs to a propossd trail system on the mein tmct. Tte San Vicente

County of Santa Cruz Planning Department
701 Ocean Street, tIft Floor, Santa Cruz CA 95{)50

I
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Application #r lEl146
APN: 08G01142 + multipie APNS
O'mcI: Pcoinsuta Opctr Spaoe Tlust

Pagc 2

Redwoods priblic access plan was developed by.the consen ation parhers, including the
Psilnsula Opeo Space Trust (POST), Senrpervirens Frmd, Save the Redwoods League, rnd the
Lsnd Trust of Santa Ctuz County, A coaservation easeme;rt has been placed on tle property for
thc combined pttrposes of natrral resourco managem€Dt and opening the property to public
accesg.

The proposed parking area would include roads for access and circulatiorL parking for vehicles
and bicycles, and access features such as gates, resroom building with vault toilcts, trailheads,
and storage. The oonceptual tail alignment would be locatcd on a combination of newly
canstructed trails and existing timbcr harve.st meds on thc main tact and would be located on
cxisting infomral trails on the L.aguna ttact. The proposcd nails wouid be available fo1 hiking,
biking, horse riding, and on leash dog walking (on selcot tails).

The conce,ptual trail aligment was prepared thro"qh an iterative process including field rerriew
by professional trail designers, elvil angineert, biologists, and archaeologists, and reviewed by a
gootechncal eagineer. The pro,posed trail system was developed in consultation with ecologists
and vvildlife biologists and would avoid se.r:sitive areas tlat will be closed to public access. These
closed areas vyere identified based on review of sensitive biotic resources, erosion risk, watcr
rrsburces, and potential hazards.

The proposed San Vicente Redwoods public access plan would be implemented in multiple
phases. The frst phase would include the constf,uction of the parking area with up to 50 parhing
spaces and approximately 8.4 miles of trails on thc main traot adjacent to the the paking area-
An existing i.5 miles of tails on the Laguna tract (which foim a mnnecting toop to ttrc ciisting
adjacent trails in the Boony Doon Ecologicai Rerrve) are proposed to be rchabilitahd and
improved to prevent erosion The second phase would includc 9.3 additional
miles of fails on the main tract and up to 40 more parking spaces, The third phase would includo
approximately 16.5 additional miles of tails on the main tract. Later phases would include
approximately 2.3 additional miles of tails n* on ths main tracf fm a total of approximately 38
miles of rails. The pbase one trails are proposed to be constructed over a one-year period, later
pbases are proposed to be conshuctcd ovcr an estimated timeline of subsequeot three-year
periods after the first phase.

Z,otlullg & General Plan Consistency

The subject property includes 26 parcels located in the TP (Iimber Production) and SU (Special
use) zone districts, All tails and acqess improvsmeots would be locabd on TP zoned parcels.
Both the TP and SU mne digticts are consistent with the R-M (Mormtain Residential) General
Plan land use designation. The TP zone district allows facilities for outdoor recreational activities
as well as habitat management and timbgr production/harvesting. The current proposal for
outdoor recreatiotral facilities is allowed within the TP zone district with a development permit.

Macter Site Phn

The implementation of the public aocess plan would result in a tail system and access
improveolents within the san vicenrc Redwoods that is constructed in phases. The property
would function as a regioral oper space preserve with trail access that is run by a collaboration
ofnon-profit entities.

2
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Application #: lEl146
APN:'08O.011-42 + multiplc APNS
Ot^,trcr: Peni ula Op€(l Spac€ Trusl

Comnuuity facilities, including restooms, parking arcas, and tails arc allowcd within parks and
open space pr€serves, with the €xtent and phasing of improvernents to be established thmugh the
approval of a master site plan. The proposed San Vicente Redwoods public access plan details
the extent and phasing of the proposed improvem€rfs, as wcll as a dctailed set of protocols and
standards for long term maoagement ofpublic access and conservstion ofratural resources while
allowing continucd timbet hrvesting of the property.

Coastal Development Permit

Additionally, the project site is not located betwcen the shorcline and the first public road and is
not identified as a priority acquisition site in the County's Incal Coastal Program. Consequently,
the proposed project will not intef,f€re wifi public access to the beach, ocean, or other nearby
body of water,

Scenic Resources & Derip Review

The proposed projest complies with the of the County Design Review ordinanoe
and scenic resource protection policies in the General PIan. The proposed trailhead parking area

is located within the viewshed of Empire Gradq which is a designatod soelric roadway. Tbc
parking area and associatcd improvements would be set back from Empirc Crade with a tree

backdrop and additional plantings to screen views tom Empire Grade, All improvements would
bc sonstructed of natual materials or be painted with murcd nalural toncs to further reduce tlrc
visual impact of the pmposed developnent on surrouditrS land uses and the natral landscape.

The proposed trail system would be located within a wooded arca, away from public roads and

viewpoints, and would not impact scenic resources as a rtsult'

Biotic Rerources

Thc proposed ilail system was designed to avoid seositive biotic resource areas wbile allowing
public access on a defined trail system within the Sm vicentc Redlroods poperty. Additional
work has been performed on the property (separate ftom thc proposed public access plan) by the

conservation parttrers to enhance biotic resoulccs (throUgh re,rnoving invasive Species and

restoring the natural environment) since the property was acquired. A biological resoulce

assesment (Att8cbment 5 to the Initial Study - Exhibit D) has been prepared to evaluate impacts

rEsulting ftonl implemeotation ofthe public access plan and the report has been reviewed and

accepted by Environmental Planning staff.

J

Pagc 3

The southern ponion of the main tract and all ofthe Iaguna tract are located within the coastal
zone and a Coastal Development Perurit is requircd for those portions of the projcct, The
proposd Eail system and access improvenreuts e€ in conformarce wifi the Coimty's certified
Local Coastal Program, in that 1he portiotrs of the trail system located within the coastal zone
would allow additional recreational opportunities and access to er.p€rience the natural
envircnment ard would not impact mastal scenic resourpes due to their location within a heavily
wooded rea
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Applicalioo #; ttt l{6
APN: 08G0 I I -42 + multiplc AlNs
Oencr: PedEsula Op€o SpEoe TIus

?sp 4

Riparian Exception

The locations ldhere the prcposed hail system would cross steams (via bridges, puncheons, or
armored c,rossings) or be located within riparian resouroe areas will require a Riparian Exception
approval. hoposed tails would avoid riparian arcas to thc cxtcnt feasible and steam crossing

designs and locations have been evaluated and accepted by Environmental Planning staff.

Rrparian Exceptiori findings have been made for the project and are included in this report

(Exhibit B).

Public Outrescli/Public Comment

The environmeotal rcview p(ocess focused on the potential impacts of the project in multiple
categories, including biotic and cultural r€souc€s. The environmcntal review process generated

mitigation measurEs that will reduce potential impacts from thc proposed dcvelopneot and
adequarely address these issues.

Conclusion

The proposed trail system and access improvements would allow aocelis to atr opcn space
pr€serve and provide additional recreational opportunities within 1he rcgion, The creation and
maintenance of a natural open space pneserve aad trail system on the San Vicente Redwoods
prcperty is consistEnt with the followiug goals of the County Stategic Plan:

Outdoor Experience (Frsure access to and cnhance experience in parks, open spacrs,a

The project applicant conducted public meetings and circulated a survey questionnaire in
advance of completir:g the draft San Vicente Redwoods public access plan. The applicant

incorporsted ttre c,omments and suggestions that were received ftom the meetings and suwey

qqestionnaire into the public access plan wh€re feasible and appropriate. Participants stated their

concems, which were listed and ranked into topic categories by ttre applicant. Corrments and

c,oncems were then addressed through the inclusion of management s0alegies proposed in the

public access plan. Additional informational meetirgs have since been lreld by the applicant to

update the cornmunity on the p'roposed public access plan.

A summary of comments and responses are included as an appendix to the public access plan

(Attachmenl 2 to the Initial Study - Exhibit D).

Environmental Review

Envimnmental review has been rcquired for the proposed project per the Califomia
Eavironnental Quality Act (CEQA). The project was. reviewed by the County's Environmental
Coqdinator on December 18, 2018. A preliminary determination to issue a Negative Declaration
with Mitigatrons (Exhibit A) was made on Fcb,ruary 12,2019. The public comment petiod for
the envimnmental document was extended beyond tbe strndard 30 days, ending on March 29

2019, with commcr s fiom 26 rcspondent$ rcoeived. Comments rtceived varied from
expressions of support to more detailed questions reganding the eirvironmental rcvicw procqss.

Xhe Environmental Coordinator Eviewed the commeots and prepared a letter to respond to
issues that were r€lated to the environmental review ofthc project @xhibit C).

4
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Application #: l8ll45
APN: 08041l-d2 + multiple AlNs
Orraer: Peninsula Opm Spaoc Trust

Pagc 5

wat€r areas and outdoor activities)

Natriral Resources (Protect and restore naturat resourres, including water, air, forests,
coastline and agriculturat lands)

Health Equity @romote a safe and healthy commrurity that nurtr.res body and mind
across all ages and social conditions)

As proposed and conditione{ the project is consistent with all applicable codes and policies of
the Zoning Ordinance and General Plat:/LCP. Pleasc see Exhibit uBu ('findings") for a ccimplete
listing of findings and evidence rolated to the above discussion.

StaffRecommendation

Adopt the atached Mitigated Negative Declaration (Exhibit A) p,er the rcquireme,nts of
the Califmnia Enviromental Quality Act.

APPROVAL of Application Number 181146, based on the attached findings and
conditions.

Supplementary reports and information referred to in this report arre on file and availnble
for viewing at the Santa Cruz County Planning Department, and arc hereby made e paft of
the administrative record for the proposed project.

The County Code and General PIrn, es well as herring agendas and additional informetion
rre syailable online et: www.sccoplannine-.gom

Report Prepared By: Rsndall Adams
Santa Cruz County Plaaning Departrnent
701 Ocean StreeL 4th Floor
Santa Cruz CA 95060
Phone Nurnber: (831) 454-3218
E-mail : randall.adams@.santacpzcounty.us

Exhibits

Mitigated Negative Declaration (CEQA determination)
Findings
Conditions
Initial Study (CEQA Document) including the following attached documonts:
(Attachrcnt 2): Draft San Vicente Redwoods Public Access Plan
(Attachrcut 3): Projeot Plans (Trails and Saging Area Plan)

Project Plans
Parcel Informatioa
Environmental Coordirator response to CEQA review commcnts

Comments & Correspondence

A.
B.
C.
D.

E.
F.
G,
H.

5
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Mitigated Negative Declaration
(Iuitiel Study and Attachments available online at www.sccbplennlng.com)

Application Number 1811"46

Zoning Ad ministrator Hearin g
6l21l19

6
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CouNrY oF Snrurn Cnuz
PLANNING DEPARTMENT

7O1 OCEAN STREET, 41* FLOOR, SAIIA CRIJZ, CA 95060
(831) 45+2580 FN(: (831) 454-2131 TDD: (831145/..2123

KATHLEEiI MOLLOY, PI.ANNING OIRECTOR
htQ://www.scroplenning,com/

MITIGATED NEGAT]VE DECLARATION

ProJect San Vicente Redwoodt APPLICATION #: {81{46
APN(S):
EeigJEg!: 058{ll{1,058{rl-10,058-{ll{-11,058{22-04,063{ll.lll,063{l{-09,063-03142,
063{r71{t,080-011{r3,080-{Hl{6,080{11{r0,080{11t-10,080.01{-ta 080-01{-{4 080{11a6,
080{'t1-37, 080-0{l€8, 080{lll39, 080{,lt-,({, 080{11{.{2,080.021.05,080-02{{7, 080+3{{{,
080-33{{,2
tgg@@f 062-10l{1, 063-'10149

Protect Description: The projec't consists of two main componfits: '1) the approval and
implementation of the proposed San Mcente Redwoods Public Acce$9 Plan, and 2) the construdlon
and operation of an approximately 30-mile multiple use trail system over approximataly 8,500 acres and
a parking area in the San Mcente Redrvoods of the Santa Cruz Mountains, The trail system and the
parking area (wlth approximately 90 parking spaces) worjH be developed in phas6s, The proposed
trail8 would be available for: hiking, biking, horse riding, dog walking (on-leash only), small group
gathering8, as well as nature obeen ation.

ProJect Location: The projec{ site, comprised of the main tract and Laguna Trad prcperties, is located
in the Senta Cnz Mountains in unincorporated Santa Cruz County. The main tracil is located north of
Higtrway 1, east of Swanton Road, south of Jamison Creek Road, and west of Empire Grade. The
Laguna Tracl is located north of Smith Grad6, east of Pine Flat Gradc, south of lce Cteam Grade end
w€st of Empire Grade in the Bonny Doon planning arEa of Santa Cruz County. Santa Cruz County.
Santa Cruz County is boundod on the north by San Mateo County, on the south by Monter€y and San
Benlto counties, on the east by Santa Clara Coufi, and on the south and west by the Monterey Bay
and thG Pacific Ocean. Santa Cruz Co{.rnty is bounded on the north b,y San Mateo County, on the south
by Monterey and San Benito countiGs, on the east by Santa Clara County, and on the south and we8t
by the Monterey Bay and the Pacific Ocean.

Owner: Penlnsula Open Space Truat and Semporylrcnr Fund

Appllcantr Land Trust of Santa Gruz County

Staff Planner: Randatl Adame, (831) 4S4.3216

Emait: Randall.Adams@sadac

Thi! projoct wlll be considered at a public hearing before the Zoning Administrator- The time, date and
locatiirn harre nd been set. When schaduling does occul these items will be included in all public

hearing notic$ for the proiect

Califomia Environmental Qualitv Act Neoative Dedaration Findinos:

Find, thst this Negative Declaration reflects the decision-making body's indepehdent judgnrent and
analysis, and; thal the decision-making body has revieured and consldered the information conlained in

this ilegative Declaration and the comments received during the public revial perlod,.and; on the basis
of tha whole record beforE the decision.making body (including this Negative Declaration) that there is
no substantial evidence that the project urill have a significant effcct on the environment. The expected

Updad6t29ltr
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envaronmental impacts of tho proiect are documerrted ln the attached lnitial Study on filo with lhe
County of Santa Cruz Clerk of the Board loceted at 701 Ooean Stroot, 5h Floor, Santa Cruz, Califomia.

Review Period Ends: March 29.2019

STEPHANIE Envi ronmenta I Coordinator
(8311464-3112

8

Updated 6129/ll

I
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County of Santa Gruz

PI-ANNING DEPARTHEIIIT
701 Ocrau SrnEET, 4u rrcoa, SemlGnuz, Cn95060

(631) 454-2580 Fex (8i11) 454-2131 Too:, ($11a542123

MITIGATION ITIONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAI'I
for

Applicatlon No. I 8114,6

BIA.l

Biologlcal Resourcea

In addition to imphmenting mnstuction protocols BR-1-l thmugh BR-1.15 purBuant b Mitigation Measure
BlO.4 below, the folloning @nsf.uc{ion protoools are requird to ensuro tha pmtection of special-status plant
species.

Conetrucdon Protocol BR-2.1. All octunsncos of special-sffi.s plants within 50 ftet of any lrrork areas shall
be fraggod by a qualified, County.approt Bd biologbt priorto corntuction. Where wolk will occur within 10 fret
of a special+tatus plant to be prcserved, orange construction funcing (or simllar) shall be installed at the edge
of the uork area and no wol* shall occur beyond the Ence. lf there are occunanoes of special+tatus plants
doflndope from the work area, ailt hncing shall be lnstalled at the edge of the rvork ar€a to prevent soil or
other m#riab from baing famPotted downslope where they may impact special-status plants.

Conctnrcdon Protocol BR-22 Occunences of spec'elrtatus planta strall be arokJed by rc-routing tte trait
alignm€nt to the e:dent ftasiblg and pract'cable. Where this is not possible, impacts to special*tatus phnts
shall be minimized by reducing tho treil width ard associabd vegetation rcmonal to tre fulbst e*ent basible.
At a minimum, the full width of the tail (i.e., the fu[ extant of negetation Fmovel) ehould avoH the d]ipline of
any special<tatue shrubs and should awiJ special-sEfus herbE by a minimum of 10 Eet lf tsails ale rpr
roubd, they should be r+.routed dournslope, where feasible, of any special+tahrs planb to aroirJ causing
erosion or sedimentation issues wtrich could be detrimental to special+tat$ plants. lf not basible then re.
roub the drainage away trom the special-stalus. planE. lf offier corEidsrstiorn sr^sctr as slope or soll slability
make it impossible to arokJ special-ttatus planB, a qualified, County-approved bio@ist shall appty i
combinalion of prWagEtion fuom local seed and hatitat enhanesment to repair, rahabifiEte, or restoreihe
irnpacted anvircnment.

Applicant Compliance
monitorad by the
County PlannirB
Department

During trail
corptructon
and eib
grading
operations

Bto-2 ln addition b lmplementing Gonstruclion Protocol BR 1.1 through 1.15 pursuant b Mlt[aton tvleaeure BIO+4
belorv. the blloring. construdion protocols are rcquircd to €nsurE the. probction of special-statug wildllb
species.

Gonetructlon Prctocol BR-3.1. Tree rcmoval ard timming, regardless of size, may take place outside of
both the maternity and hibernation pedod for special+tatus baE (behileen.SepEmber 1st and Oc,tober 31d)
and avoil the brce<lirg bird wlndc', per Protoools BR 3.4 and BR 3.5. Tree remoral can hke plaoe during this
period (between S€ptombor 1st and Octbor 31Bt) wnhout a breeding bird or bat roost survey.

Constructlon Prctocol BR-3.2, lf remord of larye trees (e-9., the DBH is greater than 12 inches) ocals
during the bat rooo$ng seson (Notrcmber lsl through August 31sl), trese Uees shall be inepected by e
qualified, County+pproved blologist br the prcsene of bat roogta. lf a matemity noost is debcted, up tL a
200-bot bufier shall be placed anund he mabmity sib untll the bats are no longer utilizing tre site. Non-
mabmity roost sites cqn bE rsmoted under the diredion of a qualified, Courfi-approvud blologist Any 6qe
ree het will be removed shall ba lat on the ground ftr 24 hours bebrc beirg taken oGib ot bsing dripped.
Thia peiod will allor any day-roosting bats the opportunity to l€ave befure tte tBe b eittrer remolpd irom the
area or is chipped.

Applicant Compliance'
monitord bythe
County Plannirq
Department

During tmil
construction
end site
grading
operations

1El146 MMRP.doc I of7
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ConstrucUon Prctocol BR{.3. Consulffiion wtth the CDFW strall be inifiated to determine approprlab
consen atlon mea8ur€s if active roosting bat sltes are distuited.
Comtructon Protocol BR-3.4. Conduct po-corsfudion brcoding bird sunmys if consfuction, rrcgntation
remorral, or grcund disturbmce activitiee occur during the breeding soason (February 1 b Augusl 31). PrE-
construction survey8 Ehall be conducled by e quallfied indMdua! wtthin 14 days of the start of these activttic
to a\loid dieturbance of ac{iw neste, eggs, and/or young. lf these ac{ivities sbp or lapse fur a period of 14
days or morc during the breeding season, a tollow-up breeding bird suwey Bhall bo conducted lo ensura no
new breedlng activity has occunad within fie antcipated work area. Outside of the breEding s€ason, no pro-
constuction brceding bird surwy would be raquircd br construction, vegetation rcmoval, or grcund
d istu rbance activities.

Conatructlon Hutocol BR-35. lf nesting birds are identified, an exdusion zone in wtrich no conslruc'tlon
activifes would be allorcd shall be eshblbhed around any actitre nesb of any avian spscies protEcted by the
lfigratory Bird Treaty Aci and Calibmla Fish and Game Code untl a qualified, County-approved biologist hB
determined that all young hare fledged. Suggested exclusion zme distances diffar depending on spacies,
location, and placament of nest, and shall be at the discretion of trte biologist based on the species in
question, tre proximity of the nest to the work area, and the typs of trrcrk being conduded (e.9., use of hand
toob versus gagop€rated macfiinery).

Conttsltctlon Pploeol BR-3.6. During cornbuction, all wo*ers shall ensure that food scraps, papar
wrlppers, fuod containers, cans, bottles, and.oher trash from the construc'tion area b depoeiEd in covemd or
doeed trash containers. The kash oontainere ahall rpt be left open and unatbnded oemighL
Constucllon Plobcol BR€.7. A prconstruction survey of the parking area shall be conducted by a
qualified, County-approrcd b-ologist to fle and delineeb any woodrat middens within tha planned disturbance
hotprint DurirB constuclion of the parking erea, a biological monibr shall be onsite to ensure vegetaton and
ground disturbancg with heavy equipment shall not inpact those delineabd rasourt€s. When arroilarrce of
woodrat miJdons is nc[ possible, the qualified, Coung-approred biologist shal] disrnanth the neot ln
accordance with Gonstrudion Protocol BR 3.9,

Colutrucdon Protocol BR3,S. Durirq constuc*ion and trail instellation, a quatifrcd, County-approved
biologhf or fiained deeignee from the contractors crew shall idfftrly woodrat middens locabd along the trail
alignrneflt f tfn latbr, a qualified, County-approved biologiet shall pro,t/ide the baining pior to ttp start of
each construction phase. To the exbnt Gaslble and praciicable, the trail alignment shall avoid wmdrat
middens by re-routirq the trail al'Enment \Alhere this is not possible, implementation of ConEtruction Protocol
BR-3.9 would be rcquired.

Conatructlon Prctocol BR-3;9. I/VlFn comtruction of the trail alignment or the parking araa uroulcl reeult in a
dired impact to a umodrat middan, a qualified, County-apprwed biologist shall dismantle tre nest and scatter
the nest metefial a minirnum of 10 fuet outslde of the trail alignment or the frotprint of the parklng area. lf
npodrat middens with young are encountercd during the dismantling process, the rnaterial shafi be placed
bad< on the nest and the nesl shall remain unmolestad for thrae naekr in order to glve the yourB enougft time
to mature and leeve on their ovn acmrd. AftEr thrce vyedc, the net dismantling prccess may reeume. ln Ue
eront that a nest must be Elocated, the bllowing prooodurtlr shall be adhercd b:
a) Prior to nest disturbance, the biologbt ehall obtein from CDFW a scklntific collection permit for the

happing of he duslcy-foobd uood nats.

b) .NBsb Bhall be dlsturbed or dismantled only during the non$reeding s*son, bet',r€€n Oct&er 1 ard
December3l.

c) At haet two rrveeks prior to construction, the qualiffed btologist shal survey the prcriect disturknce area to
confirm the wood rat nst location and locate

It1146 MMRP.doc
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vicinity hat may bo aftcbd by the pmposed derrelopment.

d) Prior b nest dbturbance, nood rabs ehall be tapped at drsk of the night set fur relocation of the nes(s).
e) Any existing nest that may be disturbe<l by constnrlion activities shall be rnoety dismantlad and tlm

material spread in the vidnity of itlantified nwt relocation site(s).

f) ln order to evoid the poEntial haalth efEcts associabd with handling rodents and their milieu, ell ryorkErs
invohpd in the hardling of the wood rats or the nest mqterials ehould wear protective gear,b prerrenl
inhalation of contaminant partioul#, contad with conjundiva (eyes), and protection against fiea biles; a
respirdor, e)r€ probc'tion, and skin prcbction shorJld all bE rced.

d Dismantling shall b€ done by hand, allotrirg any animals not trapped b scap6 either alorB existing rvood
rat tails ortol ,at{ other avallable habihat.

h) lf a littar of yourg is bund or suspoded, nest mabdals shall be replaced, and the nest left along hr 2-3
weeks befole redreck to rtedfy that young are capable of independent suMva! before prooeeding with
nest dismanfling,

r) Woody debris shall be mllectd frorn the arca and relocated nesb shall be partialf oonstruc'ted in an
area determined by the qualified biologbt to be botr suihble for the r,rcod rats and far eno,gh mray ftom
the construction activitio8 that they will not be impacbd.

il RatB thet were oollected at dusk shall be rcleased houe bebre dawn near the narly constucted nests to
allow time for rab to find mfr.qe.

k) Onoe conehrc'tion is compleE, fie biologist shall survey the nest area to note whethor tre neu, nosts are
in usa, the wood rats haw built new nesE, or the nest area has bean completely abandoned. Thb
information shell be rcported in a letter report to the Environmdrtal Planning Section of the Planning
Departnent, and the local CDFW biolog'r8t

Conetuctlon Prc,tocol BR€.10. A qualifi€d, Cd.Jnty€ppro\r€d blologbt shall conduct a preonstouc{ion
surrrey immediably pdor b the sbrt of any ground{bturbing activities fur str€am crossings and areas within
100 fEet of rurtted baturei. lf Calibrnh red'leggnd frog (CLRF) arE burrd within the rrork area, all urcrk stull
ce*e wihin the immediab vicinity (approximately ?5 bat around the work araa) unfrl.the lrdlvidua(s) harre
been allomed to leave the.wort area on their own. lf CRLF cannot passirrely leave the urcrt area, woift shall
cease and h€ USR rS shall ba contacbd by fte qualifiod, Cmnty-apprcvad blologist to datermine the
appropri& course of action. The qualified, County-approved biologlri shall then lmpl€-ment the appropriab
couse of action as detErmined by the USFWS.

Comtructlon Prutocol BR€.11. Because dusk and datilt are often fie timee yvhsn GRLF e]e moet actirre
and lU<ely to disperse, all constructon adivities strall cease one half hour bebra sunsat and shall not begin
prior to one half hour after sunrise. Furfrprmorc, no mechanized urork shall occur during significant rain
ev€nts, definod herc as 0.25 inch or grcater witrin a 24-hour period, when CRLF are more likely b dispene
and occur within the work area.

Bto3. Educatkcnal signage should be placed within the parking lot and at pkxic areas informirg fie public b rernolre
tash and fuod waste. Srsnage should provide inbmation on the marblEd munelet and the impaet hat oorvirl
and avian predators can ha\iB on nest sitae. This education signage should be in placa pnor b openlng the
trails fur public accass end Bhould be routnoly maintalned by the Publlc Access Manager b ensuro that
srgnege b not obstruobd and ts leglble at all Umes.

Applicant Compliarre
monitorcd by the
County Planning
D6partrnent

Prior to
opening
pafiing area
and trall
sysEm fur use

Btol lmplement the frcllowlng Blolqglcel ReEosrces (BR) construstion prctools from the San Vlcente Redwoods
Public AcceBs Plan:

Conetrucflon Protocol BR-i.i. The consilrudion vlork area including tha parking area shall be minimized to

Appllcant Compliance
monibred by the
County Plannlrp

During trail
conGtruclion
and sitE
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D€p8rtm€nt gradirE
op€ratons

Rcsponsibllity
for Compliancg

Method of
Compllance

Timing of
Compllence

, No.

l.J

ths fullBlt er(,snt fuasiblo and trails shall bs iimibd to the mlnlmum wld$ nec€ssary to support the prDpo8ed
usa (1.e., hlhng, cydirE, and horBe riding) as detailed in Table 3 Orail Dimomions by Us€ Type).

Corstrucdon Protocol BR-1.2. Prior to ths starl of conBtudion, oll conslruction pelsonnol shell b6 €ducabd
on the semilivity of the biological cornmuniths and species d the sib by a quallfiEd, County-apploved
biologist Environrnsntal alr8 Bn€ss traiflirE shall includ6 moaSurBs !o s\,pid or ]aducs impactE b tie
community, t€por{rE ard follolv-up adlons if s€nslth/e biological communities ars impsded, and ths uDrk6/s
E€pondblllty und6r lho applioablo snvironmental rEgulation(8). A d6(rn6!ad sEff mgmber frorn lha
contacb/s cr€ry sltall provide follorx-up training b any employ€€s who begin work after lh6 inital pre-
comuuc{ion training.

Gonatrustlon Protocol BR-1.3. Traib should b€ roulsd amurd 8ensltvo wgetatlon to ths fullsst exF rt
feaE'ble. At e minimum, he full wklth of lhe f8 (i.e., the full 6)(Enl of rregEtatlon romo\ral and ground
distrrtancE during construdion) should a\DH the driplina of sonsitir,B \€g6ht!on, with greabr separdlon
b€trveon the trail and semitw \€gstation b€ing plEbrEd. lf treil8 srE G-outed, they'should be e-routed
dorvflsl@ of any s€nsltive wgotstion to avoi, causlng erosim or s€dimontalion i8sl.Es whidl muld b€
defimanbl to Bsmltl\./E v€gotalion.

Const ucdon Protocol BR-l r. TrE€ md shrub rBmovrl in G€nsitivE biological communitias shall be
minimtsed b the full€st o&ot basible. IMEIB n€cess8ry, obtahlng a f6a r6mo\.al permit may bo Equir€d
per Sante Cruz County Cod€ Chapter 16.34, Significent Tr€6s Prclac-lion. TI€€ removalstrould ba conduded
W a licanssd arborist or ]€gisbr€d prob€simalbl€stor ll3irE indwfy€tandard BMPS 6 pr€vBnt the sprBad
of invasiw \r,r6ads or pbr pdrogans and avoid dsnqB b v€etalion to bs rebinsd.
constructlon Protocol BR-'1.5. Trail oonsfudion shall incorporab ttr€ b€8t a\railable bdrnology afld
industy€tandard BMPS lo minim'Ee tlE polenliel for dglrimenul imps'ts such 98 srosion or sodirnontalion
and b minimize lhe ned fur frJlu€ meinbnence.
Constuctlon Protocol BR-1.6. Any resbraliofl or landscape plantings (e.gl, plantings alourd the popo€ad
parklng,/pafldng arsa) Ehall use nsti\re sp€c'res sp opriate 6r plar communii63 burld at the 8lio. To lhe
er@nt feasibl€, plar maledal rhall be salyaged from lrail construc,tion sc.tivitiBs al lte slb. lf not pos8ible,
plar mabrlal sha, be propagabd by a r€putaHe nuEery wfi protocolE in pla6 br minimizing tlE potantial
spr€ed of planl di$a8€6 (sudden osk dealh or othor P,rderrtDore-rdeted db6asss). Any propegelad plant
material shall be sourEed trom as dGe to the slte as possible, Id3ally frffi within lhs sits it8elf b evoid
genetc varidlion.

Conltrucdon Prcloc-dl BR-1.7. Stream cro6singl3 should ideally b6 d63igned snd constucted to fte$pen the
channal and be sndrored abo\€ lhs bp of bank. Crcsings o, lBgulebd Btreams that avoid rlerk b€lotiv th€
ordlnary hioh-$rabr mark do not requirB a permit from lhe Unitod States Amy Corps of EngineeB (USACE).
t/V]len l€qull€d, mtify ttE CDFW and tlE Central Corot Regional Wabr Quality C,onfd Bosrd (RWQCB) oI
th6 crossing, sven if locaM abo.,€ lhe top of bank- lf lhe CDFW and/or RWQCB issu6 authorlzatlons for euch

'.rcrk, th6 m€asur€s induded in any such authodzaliorB shall b€ inoorporatod int th€ &sign.
Comlructlon Probcol BR-1.8. \ IFra wBflands or slreams cannot be e\oidsd, sppGpriata sppro\rals fiom
th6 USACE (tor impac't3 to rEgulsbd w€dands or at€Bs belory lho odinary high watgl mark of ragulabd
str8ams) and,/or the mA/tCCB and the QDFW (fur impects lo r€gulabd uiEtand3, ripsrian \€getation, or alB6
belo,v flg top of bank of raguleEd st3ems) shall be sBoirad prior to initatng wotk in th686 areaa. Ths
measuras includod ln any auch authorzatom ehall bo lncoEorat€d into lhe d€sign.

Co]lltucll,olr Prolocol BR-1.9. Traib mnstrudd nea] wB{ands or sfeems shall b€ dssilnsd to minimiB
changes to prefrDiect hydrology. Avoid aioalon or eodlmEntetion by installirE BMPS (e.9., silt fBncing,
u/atl63, stedle 8traw, hydDmuld, g€otaxtile hbdcs, s€dftneri faps, draimgs snlalss, or sand bao dik€a)
around n€0and3 and slr€ams. All mabriab shsll bo cerlifiBd llE€d-foBe and must bo constud€d of nalural
matsrials. No platic monofilamat n€ting

181146 MMRP.doc
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B'o,5

be dEbmined by tho conbac{Dr bmed m spqdfic slte conditions and tlre type of um* being conduc{ed.
BMPs shall remain in placo until all dlsturbed ground has besn stabilizod either thmugh compactbn or re-
vegtstatEn.

Gonstructlon Protocol BR-1.10. Equipment used br bullding new tsails should generally harre tnead width of
48 inches or less and mass less than 10,000 pounde.

Construetlon Pfotocol BR-l.11. To avo'rl the lnhoduction and pranent the sproad of in,rasiw weeds or plant
I 
pathogers, prior to arrMng on the site, all consfudion equipment ard \rehlcles ehall be inspecled to ensure

Ithey are cban.
I

lConotuctlon Protocol BR-{.iZ fury equipment or vehhles lhat havs been used in areas raith knoun
lsudden oak death or oher m@hti,oturelatod plant diseases sha[ be silafilizad befurc baing ueed 6nd

I 
inspGded by a quallfied, Gounty.approved biotogist prior b enbring theJob slte.

lConsfuctlon Prctocol BR-1.13. All dtstrlbed grourd shall be stebllized conqrnent with or imrnediably
lfollo,r,ing construction. StabilEation methods may irrlude: compac{ing lhe soil (for trail surfiaceo only),

lcovaring distrrbed soib witr duff and loaf liilor as urcll a branchea rcmowd br onstruction of trails,
revegetation using appropriate native plant species, or use of other standard eroeion confol messures such
as weed-free star or hydmmulch. lf dbttrbed erEas are to be revegetaEd, only natirae plants appropriate br
tho habitEt shell be urcd per Construc,tion Protoool BR-1.0. lf offier eroslon conhol matariale are to be used,
they shall be certified weed-free and as otfieIwise specifiEd in Consfiudion Protocol BR-1.9.

Corutructon Protocol BR-1.14. Tha lmponaflon of soib br consbuction of the parking aroa or otrer parts of
the site shall be mininized to the fuilsst extent baslblE To the extent basble, soils shall be satvagnd tonr
onsite bebre bsfng imported frorn offsib. lf it is necossary b import soils, they shall be ceffied wae*.f,ae anO
fmm a quallfted, Courfi-approwd eource wlth probcols in place for minimizing the polential sprcEd of plant
daseeses (e.9., sudden oak death or other Piytupfilfiora-ralaM disease).
Construetlon Protocol BR-1.15. Equipment and vehide fueling and mainbnanoe parklng areas shall be at
least 100 bet fom any wetland or stream. A spill containment kit shatl be provided at the work slb and
locaEd within 50 tset of $e fi.eling or mainEnanca area. All spills shsll bB cleaned immediably (1.e., wlthin 5
minutes of the spill) and all resulting mabrhls shall be disposed of properly. All constr-rction rrehiitee ehall ba
inspe&d daily for leaks of oll, hydraulic fluirC, or otrer poEntially hazadous materiels by a qualified
corstruclion crew member and.drip pans shall be placed under parked whides during prolonged periods of
disuse (e.9., during evenings and weekends).

To minimize the introduction of irwasive plants or plant pathogens tnat could thr_eaEn sensitw rrugetation,
parking and parking areas shouH includs slgnage or other materials ained at irstnrding the general public on
tp popntial thr€ets csociaH witt inmeive plqnts, plant pathogens, and oher pests of conoem. These
mderiels should irrclude basic prevention methods that ths general public can imphment suc$ as inspeciing
shoes and pet fur br trtleed seeds or aroHing tho movement of plant material or soil fronr ons araa to anoffrer.
This education signage should be in place prior to opening the trails tur public aooss and shouH be
maintained annually by the Public Aocsss Manager to ensurB that signage 's not obstructed and b legible al
all Umes.

ApplkEnt lnitial cornplianoe
moni'bred bythe
County Planning
Department;
Annual
compliance
monitored by the
Public Accass
Manager

Prior to
opening
parking area
and trail
syEtBm for use

Applicant Complianca
monitor€d bythe
Public Accees
Manager

Annual
monitoring
abr parklng
arca and tail
sysEm is open
fur uee

(,

Bt0-6 To minlmip impads b sensititrtg vegotaton frorn usa of the fell network, the trail maintenance system should
be implemenbd as dascribed in Ghapter 6 of the San Mcente Redwoods Public Acoeas Plan. The tnail
malntanance sysbm includes an anmral monitoling progrem aimed at ldentfying maintenanca hsuos (e.9.,
eroeion) and other problems (e.g-, nuisance trash areas or other impach forn trail usors). The beil
mainhnanca syBtan should indude specific rnothods fur rcutinely docrrnenting ard implementing the
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Applbant Cornpliance
monitor€d by ths
County Plannim
Dspa ment

At subnitbl tur
crnsfrriclion
end grading
parmits

Compliance
Inonitor€d by the
County Planning
Dopertrnenl

necossary mairfienenca by th6 Public Acc86s Maneger

BraT All p-lcnic locations shall bs local€d ouEile of old-growth stsnds.

Cultural Resources

cuL-1 ]'ho fcllowing bxt shall b3 cleedy iden0fi€d on all greding plan8 and conafucdon drawlngs: turs,uant b
sf;,diorc 18-&.U0 (Sib Di$overcd Ouinq Ex.cavdkn or D€wlorynont) d,he Santd Cruz &unty W, lf
atdt8€,ologtcal rcsources e,e un6w,pd dufng frndructio/l the rcsponsrble pg.sons d,a, invnedietoly @ag
snd desu fnn all furhor s;,b excavarb, end compty wltt tho nolifrcdfion proc€dt/f"^i given in @mty Cde
Clrapter 1 6.40.40.

Applic€nt

ApplicartCUL.2 Compliance
monibred by th€
County Planning
Departnent

At submittal tur
construdion
and grading
p€rmitB

DurirE teil
cor}stuction
and sit3
greding
op6retion8

lmplem€rn tha Ulofling CR consuuction probcob ftom th6 San Vrconb Rad,voods Public Accacs Plan:

Constsuction Protocol CR-i.1. Prior b the start of comtuc{ion, all construction personnel shall bo sducated
on the idsrfifcalion and teatnent of prBhistoric and/or hislorh artifacG that may be discuEled by a qualified,
County-appEved .archaeologist wtlo m€eb the S€crBbry of lnterior standads or a rBgisbred, County-
Eppro\red turesEr who has succ$stully complobd ths CAL FIRE arch€ology progren.

Comiructlon Pmtocol CR-12 f gmund disfuDlng acflvity tek6s placo 6nd possblo a ifacls ere disc /e]ed,
thon all consfudion activitbs within a 50-bot radirrs of the find shall b€ halH imrn€diately snd e qualifed,
County-appor€d archaeologist who nloets th6 secrBtary of lntsdor standads (including CAL FIRE
archaoologbts) shall b€ cDnsull€d lo dotamina wh6fi6r lha rulourco requil€s turther stdy. (Not€, it is CAL
FIRE policy hal regEtered protuss'Enal 'bresters' do not perform significance evaluatioos of cult lal
n}sources). Prshlstorlc eEha€ologicel sfts indhators includg; obsidlan and chert flak63 and chipped stone
bols; grirdirE and mashing impl€monts (a.9., slabs and hardsbnos, ard moftars and pestl€); bedock
outctops and bouheE with mortar cupB; and locally darkansd middan soils. Middcn roiE may aontain a
combinelion of arry of the pl€viously lbt€d itams with tha pcslblg sddition of bone and shEll romains, end frrs
afigd€d stonas. Hisbric pBriod $rb indicabrs ganerally indu&: fragrnsnts of g!at, ceramic, and metal
objech: milled and split lunbef and sfudul€ end b8tr€ lBmains such as building bundetions €rd dis€rBb
t'ash depGib (e.9., y!€lb, Ervy pits, dump6). Any previor.Ev urdi$o'rrsrEd r*ourDos 6urd during
corstruction ac{iv'rtbs ehall bE r€corded on eppropriate Calli}mia Departnent of Parl€ end Recrceton (DPR)
6rms and evaluated br sigrificance in brllrs of ths CEQA cfibria by a quelified archaeologist lf th€ resoutto
i8 dobrminad significar* under CEOA, th. qudlficd arctra.ologlst shall pGpal€ and implcrnont a resaerch
d6sign ard archasological data l€co\/Ery plan lhat will captrr€ lhoae cal€gori€s of d8b br \yhich the sib is
aignifoart, The arEhaeologist shall also psrform approEiale tachnical snsl!rs63; pl€pare a comprEhensit/€
rBport complet€ with msthods, r€sult8, ard recommendatoig: arld pmvira fur the permanont culauon ot tfie
rgcov€rEd rwourcas. TtB rBport shsll b€ submitEd fo the Counly of Sanb Ciuz, No]U|l{lsst lnhrmation
Cenbr, and SIEE Historic PGs€nratim Ofrc6, if iequircd.

Comfucuon PEtocol cR-1.3. \rrilt€n trail buildino in the vidnity of sites P-,14-000069, P44-mm70, P-44-
00m71, P-44-000123, and P-a4{0059€ 5s iledifiod in tho Curft,rEl ResourDss Strrdy daGd Gober 2017
and on llb wtth th6 County, I County-sppr6/Ed, qualifi€d archelogist wtro meEE lh€ Socr€ ary of the
lntaior standards.or a County-apprcved, lBgbbl€d for€slsr v{ho hs succssstully complobd the frL FIRE
archaeology pmgram shall ba pr€€€nt duling lh6 initkl grounddstuIbing phase of consbrc{ion. Solocbd
podiois of fall roubs may be in dose po)dmaty b 8ib8 P-t4-fixxr8g, P.a4-00m70, P-4+000071, P4+
000123, snd P-4il-m05s, and monitoring et locetions shovyn on FigurE 3 and Fqu€ if of lh€ Cullt ral
Rssourcas Strrdy b Equlred. ff archa€oloo'rcal ep€cimens ara dbcDv€r€d, a quafiti€d archagologbtwho mseb

l81146 MMRP.doc 6 of?
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CUL-3

the Secretary of the lnterior standada should Evaluab,their eignificanca.

ConstrucUon Protoco! CR-1..1. For sites P44OOO596 and Camp 74 e signage prwram at all entnances
shall be detJeloped by the applicant prior to final inspection at the entranceg to the propefty. Signs shall
indude a brief description of tha history of San Vioente Railroad, including various camps hroughout tho area,
a disotssion of the hBbric value of the sibs, and the dtation of the regulatory codes that pmtect artifacts. The
signage shall also include the requirernent to stay on trails.

Constructlon Prstodol CR-15. lf a trail is flanned at sitg P-4+$0596, fte trail shall be construcEd within
the old railrmd grade wherawr possible bacauae no trace of tre railroad line, other than tie grde is evident
lf the trail is planned lo be built outEide the railroad grade wh,ars past land useg haw dbturb€d he ground
surfaco, constuction of the tail is accaptable wtth the povision that any surfuce adifads are aroided and
ground disturbence is kept to I manimum. Portiom of knovn railroad grade segmenB ara depicted in Figurm
5a and 5b ottdt.e Culturd Resouruus Sftrdy.

Conttructlon Probsol GR-1.6. lf a trail ls plannod at the Camp VZ Eila to follow the alignment of the
existing gravel road, it is acceptable br the trail b follow within the road routs b€causo there is no tace of
hisbric+Eriod specimens evident within his alignrnent

The blloring text shall be clearly identified on all grading plans and construdion drawlngs: Pursuant lo
ssctions 16.40.M4 (Site Discovored During Exmvatiut or Developnpnt) of tfe Santa Onz &wty Code, if at
any time duing sito prcpantion, exavation, or dher grcwd dlstufiance associated witr this pruiect, human
remains arc discowrcd fte rcsponsDle pemon *all imnpdiately cea* and dessf fiom all furflts sita
axcavalimt and nolify the shaitr<orunor and tho Ptanning Dircclor. lf the coruter determines that the rcmalns
arc nd of rccent origin, a fifl adreological rcpoft shall be orqlpam,d and rcpresantalive of the l*al Nalive
Callfomia lndian grutp shall De Mttadod. Disturbane shdil not ,Bsuma until ths significanm af the
archeolqical rBsource is deblffilned aN appropiate mitigadms to pre*rve the resouce on the site arc
es&ablished.

Applixnt At submitta! for
construction
and gradirB
permits

CULl lmpbment the follorlrg Gultural Resources (CR) constucflon protocol frrwn the San Vtcente Reduoodg
PublicAccess Plan:

Corctnrcdon Pnotocol CR-1.7. The bllowhg ac'tions are prcmulgated in Public Reourcbs Code 5097.98
and Health and Human Sab$ Coda 7050.5, arrd pertain b tre discowry of human remains. lf human
rematns are errpunhred, excarration or disfurbance of ttre location must h halted ln tha vicinity of the find,
and the county coroner contacbd. tf ttre coroner deternines the remains are Natirre American, the coroner
shall contac{ the Natiw American Heritage Commission. The Natiw Amer'rcan Heritage Commission will
identity tte peson'or persolls bdbrrsd to be'most likely descanded from the dEceased Natiw Amerban:
Tlp moet likoly descsndent nould thsn mak€ rccommendalions regardlng ths treafilent of the remaim with
approprlaE dignity.

Applicant

Cornpliance
monitored by the
County Planning
Departrnent

Compliance
monitored by lhe
Coun$ PlannirB
Departnent

During tnail
construction
and sitrg
grading
operations
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Application #: l81146
APN: 08&01142 + muitiple APNS
Owner: Psninsula Open Spacc Trust

Development Permit Findings

That the proposed location of the projoct and the conditions under which it would be
operated or mainteined will not be detrimental to the health, safety, or welfare of persons

residing or working in the neighborhood or the general publiq and will not rcsult in
inefficient or wastefirl use of epergy, and will not be materially injurious to properties ot
improvements in the vicinity.

This findiqg oan be made, in that the project is located in aa area which allows open spacc

recreational uses and natural resource managemelrt. Construction will comply with pqevaiting

building technology, the California Building Code, and the County Building ordinaBcc to emsure

thc optimum in safety and the conservation ofenerry and rtsouttes.

That the proposed location of the project and the conditions under qihich it would be

operated or maintained will be consistent with all pertinent County ordinances and the
purpose ofthe zone district in which the site is locsted.

This finding can be made, in t}at in that the proposed trail system would be locatcd on properties

zoned TP Gimb€r Production), a designation which allows opeo space recreational uses. The
proposed location ofthe tail system and access improvenrents and the conditions uader which it
,roold be operated or maintained will be consistent with all pertinent County orrdinances and the
purpdse of the TP (Timber Production) zone district as open space reoreational uses and nafiral
oaaollps a1*nagement are allowed uses within the TP zone disnict.

The proposed trail system and access facilities are consistent with Comty Code sectioos
13.10.372(8) (Iimber Production - Allowed Uses) and 13,f0351 a. seq. (Parks, Recreation &
Open Space .- Allowed Uses), in that facilities for outdoor recreational astivities are allowed
$,ithin TP zone districts vAen also consistent with requirements for the PR zone district
(13.10.351 et. seq). Recrsational trails and open space are both principal permitted uses within
the PR zone district, a:rd the proposed trail system will not inlerfere with continued timber
harvesting on the subject pmperty.

The proposed use of the property for tiober harverting, outdoor recreational activities, and
natural rcsouroe man4gem€nt is consistent witl the requirements of County Code section
13.10.355(AX1) (Master Sire Plans) in tbat the proposed public access plan dcscribes all phases

of proposed kail and access improvements in tad€m with continued timber harvesting aod
natmal resouroe Jnnnsgement on the zubject property.

That the proposed use is oonsistent with all elements ofthe County General Plan and with
any specific plan which has been adopted for the area.

This finding can be made, in that the TP (timber hoduction) aad SU (Special Use) zone
districe are consisteDt with the R-M (Mountain Residential) land use designation of the
properties in the County General Plan.

The proposed trail system and accrss improvements are consistent with the requirements of
General Plan poticy 5,12,3 (Conditional Uses within Timber Production Zorns) in that facitities
for outdoor recreatiolal activities are allowed within timber production zones when consistent

)

3

t6
EXHIBIT B
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Application #: ltI 146
APN: 080-011-42 + multiple APNs
Owucr: Peninzula Open Space Trust

with organized camp regulations and not in conflict with thc management of timber resources on
the subject properties. In this case, organized camp provisions do not apply as the proposed mil
system is a principal permitted use for non-commercial recreation and is not limited by the
density requinemeNfs that apply to ovemight camps.

The project will b€ consistent with the requirements of Genenil Plan policy 5.10.11
(Dwelopment Visible from Rural Scenic Roads) in that the tail syslems will not involve
sfirrctures and will be located away from scenic roadways @mpire Crade and Martin Road) and
the proposed parking area \dll be adequately set back from Empire Grade road with a tree back
drop and vegelatior to firrther scree,n the proposed parking area from view.

A specificplan has not been adopted for this portion of the County.

That the proposed usc will not overload utilities, and will not generale rnore than the
asce,ptable level of naffic on the streets in the vicinity.

This finding can be made, in tlat the proposed tail system and access improvements will not
rely on utility coanestious, other than those necessary for the trailhead improvements and
bathrcom facilities. A traffic ,nalysis was completed that indicates that ttre Fojcct will not
adversely impagt existing roads or intersections in tbe surrounding area.

That the proposed project will conaplement and harmonize with the existing and proposed

land uses in the vicinity and will be compatible with the physical design aqwts, land use

intensitics, and dwelling unit densities of the neighborhood.

This Snding can be made, in thaf the proposed trail system and access irprovements will occtu
within an existing forestod timber production area. The pa*ing area will be set back from
E4pine Grade and the proposed usc will be compatibte with the land use intensity and residential
densities in the surrounding neighborhood.

6. The proposed development project is consistent with the Desigu Standards and

Guidelincs (scctions 13.11.070 thrcugh 13.11.075), and any other applicable

requiremenls of this chapter.

This finding cen be made, in that the proposed hail system and access improve,ments will not

iavolve stnptues and will be located away from toadways, mutcd natual colors will be utilized
for all stnrctr:rcs and fencing in the parkiag area" and the proposed parking area will be

adequately set back from Enpire Gradc road with a tree back drop and vegetation to firthcr
reduce tni visua impact of the proposed dcvelopment on surrounding land uses and the natural

landscape.

5
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Application #; l8l146
APN: 08G01I-42 + multiple APNs
Owncr: PcniNula Opar Spacr Trust

This frnding oan be made, in that the Foposed trail systern would be located on prop€rties zoned TP
(Timber Productioa), a dcsiglarion which allows open space roc€atioorl uses. The proposod tmil s./stsm
and acccss improvcmeuts aro an allowod usc within thc 1? zone distict, and thc zoning is consistent with
the R-M (Mountein Residential) General Plan designation.

Thaf the project does not conflict with any existing easernetrt or development restrictions suoh as

public accesg utility, or open space eas€ments,

This finding can be made, in that tile proposed trail system would not be in conflict with any easemcnts

on tho project site.

Ttrat the project is consistsnt with the design crite,ria and special use standards and conditions of
this chapter pursuant to SCCC 13.20.130 and 13.20.140 et seq.

This finding can be made, in thal the project will be a trail system through a wooded areq muted n{irral
colors will be utilizsd fm all structures and foncing in the prking area, and the proposed parking area will
be adequately set back from Empire Grade road with a tee bapk drop arid vegeation to furthor reduce the
visual impacd of the proposed develo'pment on surounding land usee and the naural lanclscape.

That the project conforms with the public access, r€cr€ation, and visitor-serving policies,
standsrds snd maps of the LCP Land Use Plaq including Chapter 2: Sectisr 2.5 md Chaptcr 7.

This finding csn be madq in that rhe pmject site is not identified as a priority acquisition site in the
County Looal Coastal Program and allows public recreational aooess on the proporty via the proposed
trail systcrn. Additionally, the project sito is not located bctwecn the shoreline and thc first public road.
Consequenfly, the proposed project will not interfere with publio access to &e beach, ocearL or other
nearby body of wato.

5. That the projec confofins to all otho applioibie standads ofthe certified LCP,

4

This finding can bc made, iu that outdoor rccrcational ficiiitics arc allowed uses in the TP (Timber
hoduction) zone district and the zoning is consistent with the R-M General Plan and Local Coastal
Program laad use designation.

If the project is located between the nearest tkough public road and the s€a or the shoreline of
any body of wat€r located within the Cosstal Zone, that the project conforms to the prublic accoss
and public recreation policies of Chapter 3 ofthe Coastal Act.

6

This finding can be made' in that the project site is not locatcd between the shoreline and tho first public
road. Consequently, the proposod rrail systern aod acoess improvcrnents will not interfere with public
access to the besch, ocean, or any nearby body ofwater, Further, the project site is not identified as a
priority acquisition site in the County Local Coastal Program.

t8
EXIIIBIT B

Coastal Development Permit Findings

That the project is a use allowed in one ot the basic zone disaicts that are lisEd in LCP Section
13.10,170@) as consistent with the LCP land Use Plan designation of the sito.
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Applicstioa #: l8l146
APN: 080-01 142 + multiplc APNS
Owtrq: P€oi[suls Opeo SpEce Trust

Riparian Exception Findings

That there are special circunstances or conditions affecting the property.

This finding caa be made, in that the subject prop€rty includes parcels in t\,rc sepafate arcas
(main and Laguna tracts) totaling ap,proximately 8,500 acres of lmd area. This large area is
crossed by nurrerous sroall strems that flow tluough tle parcels from the higher elevations near
Empire Grade towards the ocean to the sotrth and west. The existing roads serving timber harvest
operations and privare inholdings cross steams at multiple locations. The special circumstances
or conditions affecting the subject pro.per-ty are the large size of the parcels involvod and the
pnesenc€ of multiple streams on the properties with an existing road network that cmsses lhese
streams to provide access,

2 Tbat the exc€ption is necessary for the proper design and firnction of some permitted or
existing activity on the property.

3

This finding coa bc madc, in that the existing timber harvest activity, the accsss to pdvste
inholdings, and the proposed tail system will require allowing trails and roads to cross steams
at some locations. It would not be possible to continue timber harvests, to provide acccss to
private inholdings, or to open the pmperty to public recreational access without having roads or
tails that cross streams at some locatiors.

That the ganting of the exception will not bc detimcutal to the public welfarc or
injurious to other property dow$tream or in the area in which the project is located.

This finding can be made, h that the project will allow the use of portions of the pmperty for
public recrealional access and will not impac,t existing strearn channel cipacity or water quality
as the project wil utilize appropriate Best Management Practices @MPs) to prcvent erosion afld
sedimentation from occurring and negatively impacting downsheam properties.

That the ganting of the exception, in the coastal zone, will not reduce or adversely
impact the riparian corridor, and there is no feasible less environmentaUy damagjng

altsrnative.

This Iinding can be made, in that the proposed hail system is designed to avoid ripariaa areas to
the maximum extent feasible except where necessary to cross sfreann. The BMPs utilized ia the

desip ofthe prcposed bridges, puncheons, and armored crossings will ensure that ttrere will not
be adveme impacts to the riparian conidor or propertios doumstrcam. Giveo the large nrmber of
saeams and existing roads and tails that pass through the property, there are no altemativcs ttrat
do not involve stream crossings to provide occess t}roughout the site.

5. That the granting ofthe exception is in accordance nrith the purpose ofthis chapter, and

with the objectives of the General Plan and eleoaents thereof, a:rd the Local Coastal

Program land use plan.

The purpose of ttre riparian and wetland protection ordinnnc€ is to eliminate or midmize
development activities in ripanan areas in order to protect wildlife habitat, water quality, open

spac€ and tO allow for conveyance and storage of floodwaters. Through the riparian exception

4.
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Application #: l8l146
APN: 080{ll-f2 + gruhiple AIN.
Owncr: Pcninsula Opcn Spacc Trust

pnlcess, encroachment into riparian areas (for steam crossings or other purposes) can be
authorized to allow pemitted land uses on subject properties. Additionally, General Plan/Local
Coastal Program pollcy 5.2.7 (Compatible Uses within Riparian Corridors) allows parks and
non-motorized reueational trails within riparian corridors and buffer areas. The proposed tail
system and access improvements have been designed and located in a manner that will minimize
impacts to riparian nesouroes, protect wildlife habitat, provide aoeess to open space, while
preserving waler quality and existing sfream channel capacity.

20
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Applic{tion g: ltl145
APN: 080{ I I -42 + multiple APNE
Oqnar: Poinsula Opor Spac€ Trust

Conditions of Approval

Exhibit E; Project plans, prcpared by Fall Creek Engineering, dated 8/18.

This po:nit authorizes the phased oonsrqction ofa tail system and access improvements
as indicatod on tle approved Exhibit uEn for this Master Site Plan approval and thc San
Vicente Redwoods Public Access Plan. This approval does not confer legal status on any
existing stuoture(s) or qxisting use(s) on the subject Fop€rty that are not specifically
authorized by this permil Prior to exercising any righls granted by this permit iircluding,
withors limitation, a[y constuction or site disturbance, the applicanVowDer shall:

Sigq date, and retum to the Plaming Departnent one copy of the approval to
indicate acceptance and egreement with the conditions theteof.

Obtain a Building Permit from tlrc Saata Cruz Coutry Building Official.

A,

B.

C. Obtain a Grading Permit from the Santa Cruz County Building Official.

1

I

Any outstanding balance due to the Planning Departnent must be paid
prior to maling a BuildiDg Permit or Grading Permit application.
Applications for Building Permits o, Grading Permits will not be arr€pted
or processed while ttere is an outstanding balancc due:.

Any outstanding balance due to the PlanniDg Deparmeil must be paid
prior to making a Building Pemrit or Grading Permit application.
Afplicetions for Building Permits or Gradiug Permits will not be accepted
or processed while there is an outstanding balance due.

D Obtain an Encroachment Permit from the Dcpartment of Public Works for all off-
sirc work performed in the County road right-of-way.

II. Prior to issuance of a Building Permit the applicant/owner shall:

A. Submit final architectural plans for review and approval by the Planning
Departrnent. The final plans shall be in substantial compliance with the plans

marked Exhibit uE' on file with the Pla.nning Department. Any changes from the

approved Exhibit 'E' for this development permit on the plans submitted for the

Building Perrdt must be clearly called out md labeled by strndard architectural
methods to indicate such changes. Any chatrges tbat arc not properly called ou
and labeled will not be authorized by any Building Pennit that is issued for the

pmpos€d development. The frnal plans shall include the following additional
information:

A copy of the text of these conditions of approval incorporated into the

firll size sheets ofthe architcctural plan set.

One elevation shall indicate materials and colors as they were approved by
this Discretionary Applicotion. Colors and rnarcrials for skuctures and

2l
EXHIBM C
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Applicstion #; l8l146
APN: 080{ I I -42 + multiple APNs
O\r,ner; Peirnsula Open Space Trust

fencing shall be mutcd natural tones.

3. Cirading, drainage, urd erosion control plans.

4 Details showing compliance with fire depar[lreut requkements. If the
pmposed stucture(s) are located within the State Responsibility Arca
(SRA) the r€quircments of the Wildlmd-Urban Interface code (WUI),
California Building Code Chapter 7A, shall apply.

Meet ail requfuements of and pay drainage fees to the County Departurent of
Public Works, Stormwater Management. Drainagc fecs will be assessed on the net

increase in impcrvious area,

B

C.

D.

E

F

Obtain an Environrnental Health Clearance for this project fiom the Couty
Deparftnent of Environmcntal Health Services.

Meet all requirementg of the Environmental Pianning section of the Planning
Departnent,

Meet all requiements and pay any applicable plan check fee of CalFire (Coun$
Fire Deparfineut).

Pmvide required off-srreet parking an indicated in the approved Frhibit nEtr for
this permit- Parking improvements may be phased as indicated in the appoved
Exhibit nBu and the San Vicente Redwoods Public Access Plan. Parking must be
clearly designated on the plot plan.

Prior to any site disturbance or physipal consuuction on the subject property the
following condition(s) shall be met:

A. Pre{onstrustion Meeting: In order to ensure that the mitigation measures are

communicated to thc various parties respoosiblo for constructing the projec! prior
to any disturba&e on the property.the applicant shall convene a pre-cons&uction
meeting on the site. The following parties shall atte,nd: the applicaot, gading
contractor superisor, ttre project biologist, the project rcheologist and Santa
Cruz County Environmental Planning staff.

All constructron shall be performed according to thc approved plans for the Building
Permit. Prior to final building inspectioq the applicant/owner must meet the following
conditiors:

A. All required mitigation measures shall be implemented dwing constructioq as

specified in the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Pmgram attached to these
conditions.

All site improvements shown on the final approved Building and Grading Permit
plans shall be installed.

u

rv

B
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Application #: l8l 146

APN: 080-0I I -42 + multiplc APNS
OwnG!: P€oiosula Op€n spart Trust

C,

l. Phased construction is allowed as indicated on the approved Elthibit 'E'
for this permit and the San Vicente Redwoods Public Access Plan.

The applicant and project contractor shall comply with the following measuros

during all construction work:

1 Limit a[ trailhead parking arca and &iveway constuction to the time
between 8:00 am and 5:00 pm weekdays rmless a ternporry exception to
this time restristion is approved in advmce by Cormty Planning to address

an e4ergency situation.

a. Trail construction work groups arranged by non-profit
oganizations may constuct hails betwcen the hours of 8:00 m
and 8:00 pm, including weekdays and weekends.

Each day it does not rain, wet all exposed soil. frequently eriough to
pr,event significant amounts of dust.from leaving the site.

The applicant shall designate a dishrrbance coordinator and a 24-hout
contact number shall be conspicuously posted on the job site. The

disturbenc€ cooidinator shall record the narne, phone number, and naturc

of all complainb received rcgarding the consfuction site. The disnrrbance

coordfuElor shall investigare complaints and take remedial action, if
necessary, within 24 houts of receipt of the complaint g,r inquiry.

3

D.

E.

All impections required by the building and grading permits shall be completed to
the satisfaction of the Cormty Building Official and Environmental Plaming staff'

Pursuaot to Sestions 16.40.040 and 16.42-080 of the County Code, if at any time
dwing site preparation, o<cavation, or other gound distutbance associated with
this developmen! any artifact or other evidence of an historic archaeological

resource or a Native Americsn cultural site is discovered, the responsible percons

shall immediarely cease and desist from all flulher site excovation and notiS the

Sheriff-Coroner if the discovery conlains fiuman remnins, or the Planning

Director if the discovery contains no human remains. The procedures established

in Sections 16,40.040 md 16.42.080, shall be obscrved'

Operational Conditions

A. Master Site Plan

1. This approval for a Master Site Plan authorizes phased construction ofa
trail system and access improvements as indicated on the approved Exhibit

"E" for this permit and the Sm Vicente.Redwoods Public Access Plan.

Trails and access improvements may be constucted in phases consisttnt
with the San Vicente Redwoods Public Access Plan and the approved

Exhibit '8. for this pemrit.

2

23
EXIIIBIT C

')

v.

Exhibit 3 
A-3-SCO-19-0157 

Page 25 of 157



Applicdion #: l8l146
APN: 08G0 I I 42 + ,iultiplc AFNS
Owner: P.nbsul8 Opeo Spa(E Tn$t

the COL'I.{TY, its of6c.ers, employees, and agents, liom and against any claim (rncluding
attomeys' fees), against the COUNTY, it officers, e,mployees, and agents to attaclq set

asidc, void, or annul this development approval of the COLNTY or any subsequent

amendment of this development ap?mval which is requested by tlie Development
Approval Holder.

A. COU\iTY shall promptly notifr the Develop:.ent Approval Holder of any claio,
action, or Frc€ding against which the COUNTY seeks to be defended'
in<ternnified, or held harmless. COIINTY shsll cooperale ftlly in such defense.

If COIJNTY fails to notifu the Development Approval Holdet within sixty (60)

days of sny such claim, actior, or proccedin& or fails to coopemte fidly ia the
defense theleof, the Development Approval Holder shall not thereafter be

responsible to defcn4 indenni&, or hold hannless the COLNTY if such failure
to uoti$ or coopsrate was significantly prejudicial to the Development Approval
Holder.

B Nothigg contained herein sha[ prohibit the COUNTY tom participating in the
defense of any clainq action, or proceeding if both of tlrc following ocor:

l. COLJNTY bears its own attomey's fees and costs; and

2. COLJNTY defends the action in good faith.

Setlement The Development Approval Holder shall not be requircd to pay or
perform any settlement nnless such Developm.ent Approval Holder bas appmved
the settlement. When rcpresenting the County, the Developar.ent Apptoval Holder
shall not entcr into any stipulation or settlement modifying or affecting the
intcrpretation or validity of any of the terms or conditions of the developme,nt

ryproval without the prior written consent of the Counly.

Successors Bound. "Developrtent Approval Holder" shall include the applicant
md the successar'(s) in interest, transferee(s), and assign(s) ofthe applicant.

VlL MitigationMonitori::gProgram

The mitigation measures list€d uder this heading have been incorporated in the
conditions of approval for this project in order to mitigate or avoid significant effeots oo
the cnvironment. As rcquired by Section 21081.6 of the Califomia Public Resources
Code, a monitoring and reporting program for the above mitigation is hereby adopted as a
condition of approval for this project. Tbrs program is specifically described following
each mitigation measure listed below. The purpos€ of ttris monitoring is to ensurc
compliance with the environmental mitigatioos during prcjest implementation and
operation. Failure to comply with the conditions of ap,proval, including the tenns of the
adopted monitoring p(ogram' may result in pennit revocation pursuant to section
18.10.462 ofthe Santa Cruz County Code.

C.

Vm. Mitigationmeasures

24
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Application#: lEl146
APN: 080-01 l-12 + multiplc APNs
Orvncn Pcninsula Opcn Space Tlust

Se€ attached pages.

Mino,r variations to this permit which do not affect the overall conce,pt or density may bc approved by the Planning
Dreclor atthe request ofthe applicmt or sbffin accordance with Chapter 18.10 of the County Code.

Please note: This permit expines three yearc from the efiective date Iisted below unloss I
building/grading permit is obtained for the lirst phase of the project consisting of one of the
primory structures or improvements described in the development pcrmit (does not
include demolition, temporary power pole or other site preparition permits, or ascessoty
stmctures unless thege are the primary subject of the development permit). f,'ailure to
exercise the building permit and to complete all of the constructiou under the building
permit, resulting in the expiration of the building pemrit, will void the developmeut permif
unless there arc speciel circumstances as deteruined by the Planuing Director.

Approval Date:

Effective Date:

Expiration Date:

2t t9

t1
a

,2L
_-1--=-1

Appeals: Any property o\{mcr, or other person aggrievd or any other person whose interesb are adverscly affectcd

by any act or detemination of the ?.omg Adminisffior, may ap'pcal thc act or deHmination to the planning

Commission in accordance witr chapter 18.10 of the Santa Cruz Comty Code.

25
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County of Santa Cruz

PI.A}INING OEPART E T
7Ol OCEAN STREET, 48 FLooR, SAITA CRUZ, CA 95040

(831) 454-25@ FAx (831) 43t-2131 TDD: (831)454-2123

iIIITIGATION TSONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRA}I
for

Appllcatlon No. lEl14a

During treil
clrEtn ction
and site
gradlng
opelalior]s

Btol

Biological Resources

ln addtioo to implernsnting construction pmlocob BR-1.1 through BR-1.15 prrsuant io Miligation iibasure
BIO--4 belorv, the bllowing constuclion probcob arE requir€d to ensurs ths pmGclion of special-status plant
3pE6i€8.

Constructon Prctocol BR-2,1 . All occunsnceo of sp€clEl€tstjs plantB within 50 tuet of any v,ork ar6a3 sha[
be s0g6d by a qualfi€d, Counly-epprov€d biol€bt prior b conslruclion. Wh61€ woik will ocour within 10 het
of e spocial€tatus plant b be prBsensd, oIanga constuclioo Encing (or similar) shall be insbll€d at lhe €dgo
of lho wod( eroa and no yrork shall occur boyond lhe bnca. ll tfi6r€ arB oocurBnc6 of special€tshjs plants
do,vnslop€ ftom lha wofi arBa, sllt funchg shall be installed Et he sdg6 of the work ar6a to pr€\6nt Boll or
oher materials rrom b€ir€ tensporEd &{vnslope where t}|ey may impad sp€cialsffiis plants.

Conltlucllon Protocol BR-2.2. Occurr€ncos of spocial4tatus planB shall b€ e\oifu by r€-routing lhe tail
alignment b tie oftant basible and pladicable. V'JheIe hls is nol poGslble, lmpactB io special€tatus pEntB
shall be minimiz€d by reducing the trall widlh and aosocialBd \rsg€tation romor/al b th6 fullest e)dent Eaiue.
Al a minlmum, the tu, vyidth of the fsil (i.€., lho full exter of ldgctation rqnoral) lhould avold the dripline of
any sp€cial€tal$ shrubs and should avoid sp€cial-sbtus herbs by a minimum of l0 boL lf trails are rB-
roubd, they should be re-rouH downslopo, wtrer€ baslbl€, of any opocial6tatus pbnts b avold cau8irE
erosion or s€dimentation issu€s whidr muld b€ detirnentEl to spocial€tetus plants. lf not basibb hen rB
roub lhe dreinage away from ths sp€oial€tatJs ,hnb. lf other conEideraliom sudr ss slope o soil stability
make it lmpossible to avok, sp€ciet€hhls plants, a qualifiod, County-appJoved biologist shall apply a
combindon of propagatlon trom local s6od and habilat onhancement to repqir, rahabilitatE, or restoE the
impacbd onvimnment

Appli:ant Compliance
monitorcd by the
County Planning
D€padmert

Bto2 Applicant Compliance
monitored by lh€
County Plsnning
Departnent

During tall
oonsfuclion
and sitE
grading
operafons

ln addition lo imdementing Consfuclion Protocol BR 1.1 lhrough 1.15 puBuant to Mitigation MsaEurB BIO-4
balo r, the bllo,ying oonstudion prptocols ars l€quirBd b ensure the probdion of spedal€EtJs wildlib
sp€ci6s.

Conltlcton Prctoco! BR.3.l. Tlge rsro\,,a| and lrinming, rBgardl€ss of siz€, mey bkB placa oubila of
both fie msbmity and hibsmeton p€riod lbr spechl€tatu8 bets (bst!rcen S€pEmbor 13t and Ocbber 31st)
and avoil lh€ bro€ding bird windox, per PEtocob BR 3-4 and BR 3.5. TrEB remo\lal can takB plac6 during thls
p€dod (bet'{Ben Soptsmb€r lst aM OdoDor 31st) without a brgeding bird or bat moot survay.

Corirtucton Protocol BR€.2. lf remo\lel of large troes (o.g., tha DBH is greeg than 12 inchas) @dltr
during lhe bat mosting season (Novarnbar 18t thmugh August 31st), lhose trr€s shall be inspecibd by I
qualified, County-appD\€d biologlst tor tha pr€sence of bat roosts. lf a mabmity roGt b dotacbd, up b a
2oGfool bufiar ehall bo pla6d around the mabmity she wrtil the bab are no longor ulilizing lhe site. Non-
mabmity roosl sil8s can b6 Gmo\€d und6r the dir€cton of a qualifiad, County-approved biologist Any larg€
trB€ thgt will be rBmoved shall be left on the ground br 24 hours bsb€ beirE bken offsile o, being chipped.
This period will allorv any day-rooqting bats the opporfunity b leavg bebro the trB6 B either rerno\€d iorn tho
aroa or is chipped.

Rcsponsibifity
fcr Cor:rpliance

Method of
Complianco

Timing of
CompliancoMitlgati6n MoasuresNo

lEl I 
'16 
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Gonstructlon Protocol BR-8.3. Consultalion with tt€ CDFW shall be initiated lo determine appropriab
consen/ation meffiures if active rooetlng bat sites are disturH.
Gonstructon Protocol BRiJl. Conduct preonstructbn breedirB bird suniays if constuction, rregetation
rEmoval, or ground dieurbane aclivilies omrr durirg the breeding saason (February 1 to August 31). Prc-
constnrc,tion suru€ys shall be conductad by a qualifid lndivldual within '14 days of the start of these adivities
to aroid distutanoe of actiw neeils, eggs, and/or ynung. lf thqa adivi&ae stop or lapse br a period of 14
days or mora during the breeding season, a follorv<rp breeding bird surrey shall be conducted to ensuro no
ner breeding adivity has occun€d within ttn anticip#d work area. Oubide of the brceding sa,sson, no prp-
construction breeding bird urvey muld be required for constucilion, rregeEtion removd, or ground
disturbance activities.

Cotrctruction Pnctocol BR-3,5. lf neethg blrds am identified, an exclusion zona ln wtridr no constudion
activities would be atlone'd shall be established around any acffva nests of any avian speciEs protecbd by the
Migretory Bird Trcaty Act and Califomia Fish end Game C-ode until a quallfred-, County-approrrcd biotogisi has
detemined that all young ha€ lledged. Suggesbd otclusion zone distances difier dbpending on species,
location, and placornent of nest, and shall be at the discretion of the biologbt bassd on the species in
qrcstion, the proximity of the nest to the urcrk arta, and the type of wotk being conducted (e.9., r.se of hand
tools wreus gas-operated machinery).

Constructlon. Ptofiocol BR€.6. During construc{ion, all umrkers shall ensure that fuod scraps, papor
wnappem, fuod containsrs, cans, botle, and othertash fiorn tta construction area is deposited in cowrcd or
closed trash containers. The fash containers shall not be left open and unattended orcrnight.
Constructlon Prctocol BR€.?. A pm'construclion survey of the pafting area shall be conduc6d by a
qualified, County-approwd biologist lo f,ag and delineate any woodrst middene wihin fte planned disturbance
ficotpnril. Duting construction of the pafting arm, a biological monitor shall ba onsib to ansur€ Egstation and
ground disturbance with heavy equipment shall not impac{ those delineated ftlsouloes. tAlhen avoUance of
umodrat midden$ is not poesible, the qualified, Coun$-apprcwd biologist ehall dismanfle the neet in
acoordance wlth Conatuclion Protocol BR 3.9.

Comtuctlon Ptobcol BR-3.8. Dtrring comhuction and trai! installation, a qualified. County-apironed
biologbt or trained designee from tho confaclo/s crew shall identiff woodrat middens locabd along the trail
alignment. tf the lgtter, a qualified, County-approrod biologlst ahall proMde the training prior to tie sbrt of
each construdim phase. To the e:<bnt basibh and practlcabh, the tail alignmant shall avoid uroodrat
middene by e-routirg the trail alignment Wtprc thle is not poesiUe, implementation of Constutfion Protocol
BR-3.9 would be required.

Construc0on Protocol BR{,9. When constuc{ion of thE trail allgnment or th6 parking area vuould reeull in a
direct impact to a vuoodrat midden, a gualified, County-approved biologist shall dismant6 tha nest end scatbr
the nest mabrial a minlmum of 10 feet outside of the bail alignment or the foohrint of the psrking apa. lf
woodrat mUdens with young ale encounbrBd during the dismantling process, he materiel shall be placed
back on the nest and ths nest shall remain unmolesled fur threa weeke ln order to gi\6 the yourB enugh time
to matur€ and lea'rg on their ot n accord. Afur three wesk8, the n6st dismanting process may rosume. ln the
event that a rest must be relocated, ttn blloving procedur€s shall be adhered to:

e) Prior to nest disturbance, the biologlst shall obtain fiom CDFW a scientific collection permit br the
trapping of the dueky-boted wood netB.

b) ibsts shall be disturbed or dsmantled only durirg the non-breedng s€son, betupen October 1 and
December 31.

c) At least tuto weeks prior to corEtruction, the qualifed biologist shal! sunrey fie prolact dbtu.bance area to
confirm tE wood rat nest location and locate any otlBr rpsts that may harre been built in lhe proiect

l8l146 MMRP.doc 2of 7
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vicinity that may ba afrcted by the prcposed de\€topment
d) Prior to nosl disturbsnce, u,ood rates shall be trapped at dusk of tha night B€t for relocation of tre nest$).
e) Any anisting nest that may be disto rbed by corstnrction activitias shall be mostly disrnanted and the

matarial spread ln the vicinig of identifed nest relocalion sib(B).

0 ln order to avoid tho poiBntiat health efiecG associabd wih handling rodents and thdr milieu, all workens
inrtolved in the haMling of the'rrood rats or the neet materials should wear protectir,e ger b prewnt
inhalafion of oontaminant particulaEs, ontad with conjunctira (eyes), and protection against flea'b;ites; i
respirator, eye protoction, and skin protection should allbe uEad.

d Dismantlirg shdl ba done by hand, allowing any animals not trapped b scape ellhar along existing uood
rat trails ortoward other availabb habitat.

h) lf a litbr of young is found or suspected, nest materlals shall bo rcplaoed, and the nest left along br 2-3
vreeks bebm recfieck to trerifr trat pung are capablo of independent suMval beforc ploceeding wiUr
nest dismanting.

t) Woody debris shall be collecbd from the area and relocabd nestE shal! be partially constru@d ln an'
araa debrmined by the qualified biologistto be bofir suitaDb tur ths rvood raB end far enough anay from
the constuction activities that thay will not be inpacted. .

I Rats that were colleclEd at dusk shall be relEased hours bebre daum near ths nordy constuded nests b
allorytime br ratsto find efr,rge. :

k) Once construc'tion ls complete, the biolog'nt shall survey ttr'e nest area b nob whether the nwv nEsE ars
in usg, the ircod rats haw built n€u, negts, or the nsst arue has been completdy abandonad. Thb
infurmalion shall ba t€polt€d in a lefrer r€port to tia Etwironmental Planning Sec{ion of the Planning
Dspartnent, and tlrc local CDFW biologist

Constructlon Probcol 8R3.10. A qualified, Cowrty-epprowd biologlst Ehall conduct a pre-constructirn
survey immediately pdor to the start of any grounddbturbing activities ficr strsam crossinga and arcas within
100 feet of wetbd batures. lf Caltfomh rod-legpod frog (CLRF) arc bund within the vrork area, all rrnork shall'ceme 

within tho immcdiab vhinity (approximibly ZS eit around the worlt ar€a) until the individual(s) harm
been allourcd to lealtl the'work alea on their own. lf CRLF cannot passiraly leaw the nork arsa, work strall
csse ard tle USFWS shall be contactod by ttre qrclified, County-approved biolgglst to debrmine the
appropriab course of ection. The qualified, County€pprwed biologist shalt thon implement tha appropriab
course of action as determined by the USFWS.
Conetructlon Protocol BR-3.11. Because dusk and dewn ar€ often the times when CRLF ero most astiw
and likety to disperse, all oonstrudion'activilie shall eass one half hour babre ounset end shall not bggln
prior to one helf hour afbr sunrise. Fuilhermore, no mechanized wort ehall occur during significant rain
e\rsnts, defined he.e as 0.25 inch or grcabr un'thin a 24-trour pEdod, urtren CRLF are more likely to disperse
and ocsrrwlthin the uork arca.

Blo3 Educational signage should be placed within the pafting lot and at picnic arcas informing the public to rernove
Eash and food unasE. Signage should provide inbrmation on the marbled murrelst and the impectthet coMd
and avian podators can haw on nest sltea. This aducation signage ehould be in place prior b opening the
trails br ptrHic access and shouH be routinely maintained by the Public Accms Manager to ensurs that
signage ls not obstucted and is legible at all tine8.

Compliance
monitored by the
County Planning
DeparUnont

Prior to
opening
parklng arca
and trEil
system br use

BIo.l

Applicart

Applicantlmplement the following Biologicel Resourcos (BR) corntuction protocols from fta San Vicenb Redrroods
Public Access Plan:

Congtrrcdon Protocol BR-1.1, The congtruclion work area lncluding the parking ar€a shall be mlnlmlzed to

Compliance
monitorcd by he
County Planning

During trail
conofuc-tion
and slb
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BIo.6

be determined by the contractor based on spacific sib conditions and the type of work being cordr.rcted.
BMPs shall rernain in place until atl dlsturbetl ground has been stabiliad either throrgh @mpaclion or rB-
vegetation.

Gonttnrctlon Protoco! BR-1.10. Equiprnent used br building new bails should generally have tread width of
48 inches or les ard mass less than 10.@0 pounds.

Constructlon Protocol BR-l,11. To avoid the intrcduc{ion and preront the sproad of irlasive vreeds or plant
pathogens, prior to aniving on the site, all consfltction equipment and whicles shall be insiecned to ensure
they are clean.

Gonrtrucdon Protocol BR-1.12. Arry equlpment or rrehicles that haw been used in areas with knoum
sudden oak death or other Ph@hthu*related plant diseases shall be steriliz€d bebrc being uasd and
inspected by a quelified, GounU-approved blologis( pdor b enEti4g the Job sib.
Construcdon Protocol BR-t.13. All distutb€d gmund shall be stabilized concunent with or irnmediately
follordng construction. Stabilization methods may include: compacting the soil (hr trail surfrces only),
covering disfurbed soils with duff and leaf liter as u,ell as branches r€moyed br oonstruction of tnails,
revegptation usirB appropriab nalive plant species, or use of other standard erosion control measures sucfr
as uoed-free staw or hydrcmulcft. lf dbturbed areas are to be rovegotated, only natlve plants appropriats for
the habibt shall be used per Construstion Prctocol BR-1.6. lf other eroaion conbol materials am to be usetl,
thoy shetl be certifred wsed-fiee and as otherwiso spodf€d in Consfiucton Protocol BR-1.S.

Corctructon Ptotocot BR-1.14. Tho importation of soib for corstruction of the parking area or otrer parts of
the sib shall be minimized to the fullEst extent basible. To the extent ksible, eoils shall be salvryed frorn
ons'rte bebre being imported from ofislts. lf it b necessary b import soll8, they shall be certified weed-fue and

I fom a qualifod, County-apprcvtsd soun a wlth probcols in plaoe for minimizing th6 potential spread of plant

; diseases (e.9., sudden oak death or other Phytqhthora-relabd diseaaes).

loffi wlthin 50 Eet of the frreling or maintonance area. All Bpllh shal! be cleaned immedialely (i.e., wiurin 5
minutes of the spill) and all resufting mabriab ehall be dbposed of properly. All congtruction rehicles shall be
inspec[ad daily tur leaks of oil, trydraulic fluid, . or other po'tentially hazardous matErialE by a qualified
corEhuctlon crsw member and drip pans stnll be placed under pafted nehicbs during pmlonged periods of
disuse (e.9., during erl'enings and weekends).

.15.ProtocolConstruction BR.1 r/ehideand ard mainbnance shallareas b€uipmentEq tuelirg parking
100least fromfBe,t vietland stream.or A kitcodeinment shall b6 at woftthe andsitaany spill provid€d

Blo.' To minimize the introductbn of invasiw plants or plant pathogens that could threabn sensfiw t egetation,
parking and parking areas shouH induda signage or other materials aimed at inetudlng the ger:eral iuUic on
the potenlial tircab associabd wih invasiw planB, plant pahogens, and ofier pasts of concern. Thece
materiab should include basic prevention methods that the general public can implemeril euch as inspecting
shoes and pet fur fur weed seeds or avoidirg the morement of plant mEterial or soil from one area to another.
Thb education signage should be in place fior to opening he trails fur public accss8 and should be
maintained annually by the Publb Access Manager to onsure that sQnage is not obsbrrcbd and is legiHe at
all timea.

Applicant lnitiral compliance
mon'rtored by the
County Planning
Depar[nent;
Annual
cornplian@
moniiorBd by the
PublicAmess
Manryer

Priorto
opening
parldng at€a '

and bail
syailem fur uee

To minimize impacB to sensitiw vegetation from use of the rail network, the tail maintenance system should
bs implemenbd as descrlbed in Chapter 6 of the San VcEnb RedwoodE Publlc Accss Plan. The trail
mainbnance systern indudes an annual monibring program aimed at identifying mainbnane issues (e.9.,
eroaion) and offter problems'(e.9., nuisance tash aree3 or ortrEr impacts fnom trall users). The trail
mainbnance sysEm should include sp*ific mettods fur rouUnely doqimontlng and implementing the

Applicant Compliance
monibred by the
Public Access
Man4rer

Annual
monltorlng
after parting
area arrd trail
sllstom b open
fur use
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Deparhrent grading
opBrations

the fullest oxtent fuasible and bails shall be limited to the mlnimum width necessary to support the prcpoeed
use (i.e., hikirB, cyding, and horse riding) as detailed in Table 3 (Irail Dimensions by Use Type).

Con$ructlon Protocol BR-l-a Pr'ror b *re start of conotudion, all construction pemonnel shall be oducatod
on the sensitivity of the biological communities and specic at tro siE by a qualified, County-approved
biolog'lst. Environmental aurarans taining shall lnclude measures to avoid or rcduce impacts to the
community, roporting and follourup actions if sensitive biological communit'res are impacted, and thE vvofl(efs
rcsponeibility under the applicable environmental regulation(s). A designabd shfi memb€r from the
contractods crfl shall provide follow-up training to any ernployeee who begin work after the initial pre-
construction taining.
Construstlon Protocol BR-1.3. Traib should be routerl around sensitiw \€getation b fie fullest ol(bnt
hesible. At a minimum, the tull urirth of the baH (i.e., tha full extent of vegetation remoral and grcund
disturbarrce durirB constuction) should avoid the drlpline of sensitive rregdation, with greabr separation
bet'r€en the trail aM sensitiw vegetation being prefurrcd. lf tails are rarouted, they shorld be rc-mubd
downdope of any sensitirre vegetation to avoid causing erosion or sedimenffiion issues wtrich could be
detrimental to sensiti\,e \regetation.

Constructon Protocol BR-1.4. Tree and ehrub rernoval in sensitiva biobgical communitbs shall be
mlnlmized b the fullest extent hasible. l/\lhere neoossary, obtaining e tE€ removal permit may be rcquired
per Santa Cruz County Code Chapter 16.34, Spnificairt Trees ProEclion. Trse remonal should be conducted
by a licansed aftorist or regisbred proEssional bresbr usirg industry-etandard BMPs to prevenl the spread
of invasive upeds or plant pathogens and aroij damage to vegetation to be retained.
Conctructlon Protocol BR-1.5. Trail consfucfron shall incorporab the bost available technology end
industry+tandard BMPs b minimize the pobntial br delimantal impacts sr.rctr as ercsion or sedimentation
and to minimire the need for future maintenanoe.
Gonatructlon Profrocol BR-i.8. Any mstoration or landscape plantings (e.9., plantings amund the proposed
padfig/parking area) ehall use natirre species appropriate fur phnt cornmLnfties found at the sib. To the
extent feesible, plant material ahall be salvaged forn fail consffucillon ac'tivlties at the site. lf rct possibb,
plant mabrial shall be propagated by a reputable nursery wtth pro,tocols in place br mlnimizlng the pohential
spread of plant diseae (sudden oak death or other Phytqhthon-relaH diseasos). Any propqabd plant
material shall be sourced ftom as dose to the sib ffi posslble, fbally hom within the site ibelf to a\oid
gEn6tic rrariation.

Gonstnrctlon Prctocol BR-1.7. Stream croesings should ideally be desilned and constructEd to fteepan the
channel and be anchored abore the top of bank. CrosElngg of regulated sEreams that avoid work belo,Y the
ordinary high-r lator mark do not requirB a pemit fiom the United States Amy Corps of Engineers (USACE).
l,\rhsn requir€d, notift the CDFW and lfie Central Coast Regional Wabr Ouility Contnol Aoed (R\ /OCA) of
the ooesing, even if located above the top of bank. lf the.CDFW and/or Rl/t/QCB issue authoilzations fur euch
uork, the measures included in any such authorizations shall be incorporated into tie deeign.

Comtrucdon Prctocol BR-1.8. Wherc uretlands or strcams cannot be avoi:led, appropriato apprwats from
fie USACE (for impacG to ragutated netlands or aratri below the ordinary high water mark of.regulabd
sfeemo) and/or the RWQCB and the GDFW (tur impecB to rsguhM waUands, riparisn wgeht'on, or ar€es
below the top of bank of regulated sbeams) shall be eecured prior to initiatlrp rvork in lhese areas. The
measures included in any such authorizations shall be incorporated into the d€sign.

Constnrctlon Protocol BR-1.9. Traib constucGd neanrtoflands or strsams shall be designed to minimize
chargea b pre-project hydrology. Arroid erosion or eedimentalion by inshllirg BMPs (e.g., slh bncing,
wEttles, sbrib straq hydromulch, geote{ile ftbrbs, sediment tap€, drainagB st*Eles, or sarid bag dikee)
amund wEuands and sfeams. All materhls ahall ba c€rtifi€d waed-fr€a and must bo construcfied of natuml
materials. No plastic monofilsment netirB may be used. Ttre ocact location and configuraticn of BMPs shall

lEl 146 MMRP.doc 4of 7
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(,

nec$sary mainbnance by the Public Access Manager.

Bt@7 All picnic locations shall be locabd outside of oldgrowth stands. Applicant Compliarrce
monitored by the
County Planning
Qeparfnent

At submittel br
construc'tion
and grading
permits

Cultural Resources

cuL-1 Ihe bllouring text shall be clqarly idenlifud on all grading plans and constuclion drawings: Punuant to
secfrbns 16.40.UO (&'te Discorcred During Exwvatian w Dswhprnent). of the Santa Cruz C;ounty Ccde, tr
archae,ological rcfiur.oes are unmwrccl during constuctiur, fhe rasponsi0le pe rons shall immdiataly crr,sa
and desrst fom all further slte excavation and comply wtth the notifrcation procodwes given in C;ounty Code
Chapter 16.40.A40.

Atsubmitlal br
conshrrc:tion
and gnading
permite

Applicant

Applicant

Compllance
monitored by the
County Planning
Departnent

Compliance
monitcrad by the
Coung Planning
Dopartmert

Dudng tail
conshrdion
and sib
grading
operalions

cuL-2 lmplemont the folloudng GR conshrdion protocola tom the Sen Mcenb Redmods Public Access Plan:

Constructlon Protocol CR-1.1. Prior b tfie start of corstuction, all consfirtion personnel shall be educaEd
on the ideritification and treatment of prehistor'rc and/or histodc artifacts that may be discovercd by a qualified,
Countyappmved archasologist ulfio meets th€ Secretary of lnterior etandads or a registered, County-
approved furesterwho has succassfully complebd Eie CAL FIRE archeology prqram.

Comtmcffon Pruiocol CR-1.2. lf ground disturbing activity hkes place and possible artifacts are discovered,
then all construction ac'tivities within a 50-bot radius of tha find shall be halEd inmedlably and a qualified;
County-approved archaeologbt who meeE the S€cretary of lnterior standards (indudirg CAL FIRE
archaeologists) shall be coniulted to detemine whether the resource mquircs fuilher study. (Nob. il is CAL
FIRE poliry that regbEred profusslonal 'hresters' do not perfiorm signlficance araluatiom of oltunal
resources). Prehisbric arctueological sib indicatos includE: obeidian and chort flakes and chipped sbne
toob; grindirp and mashing implemenB (e.9., slabs and handsbnes, and moltam and pestles); bedrock
outcrops and bouldsr8 witt mortar cups; and locally darkaned mirden soils. Midden soils mry contain s
combination of any of the previously lbbd ltems wlth the possible addition of bone and sfe[ remains, and fire
afftcAd stones. Hbbric pariod site indicators generally include: FagmenB of glass, ceramic, and metal
objects; milbd arrd split lumbec ard struciurB and baturE re.nains sudl as building fuundstions and dlscrete
tash deposib (e.g., welb, pdrty pits, dumps). Any prwiously undiscororcd r€soul?es found durlrB
constuqtion activities shall be recoded on appropdate Califomia Departnent of Parks and Recieetion (DPR)
forma end evaluated tur significance in terms of the CEOA cdteria by a qualified archaeologist lf the rasoure
is determined significant under CEQA, the qualified archaeologist shall prBpa]€ and implement a resaarch
design and ardtaeologlcal data recornry plan that will capture those cabgoriee of data for which the siE is
significant The arctraologist shall also perbrm appropriate technical analyses; pEpare a comprehensirre
report compleE wlth methods, results, and recommendalions: and provlde for the permanent curaton of the
recovered rcsouroes. The report shall ba submitEd to the County of Santa Cru4 Norlhwest lnturmation
Cenbr, and State Hlsbric Preservatlon Office, if required.

Comtnrcllon Protocol CR-l3.lffhen trall building in the vicinity of sites P44-m0069, P 44 000070, P-44-
000071, P44-000123, and P-44{00596 ae idehtfisd ln tt6 Cultufial Resources Sfiro}dated October2017
and on file with the County, a County-approvad, qualilied erchaeologist who meets the Secretary of the
lntsrlor standards or a County-apprcved, rcglstared furesbr who has succassfully complebd the CAL FIRE
archaeology prcgram shall be presant during the inithl ground{isttbing phase of corstuction. Selecbd
portions of tail routsc may be in dose pro<imity b sit€€ P,{+0fi)069, P44-00m70, P-4+0(n071, P.44-
000123, and P-44-000596, and monitoring at locations shown on Fbure 3 and FEum 4 of the Ciltural

I Rasourues Study is required. lf arclraeologicalqpeg4qls,am llscowrcA, a quamea arcnrc

l8l146 MMRP.doc 6 of7
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the Secretary of the lnterior staMads should evaluab their signilicance.
Construcllon Ptrrtocol CR-1.4. For sites P-4+0005S0 and Camp ru., a signage progrem at ail enfances
th?[ be developed by the applicant prior b linal inspedion at tre entands ti fre property. Sigrs shall
inclrcla a brbf description of the hisftory of San Mcente Reilroad, induding variouE campo throughout the area,
a discusslon of the historic value of the sites, and the citation of the regulitory codeo tiat proect artfacts. The
signage shall also lncluds ths roquirement to stay on trails"
Comtrucdon Prctocol CR-1.5. lf a tail is planned at siE P-{4-000596, the trail Bhall bE consbucted within
!1t9. 

od qjlPad grade wtrerc,ier possible be&use no traca of the railrcedlirp, ottrer tran ma gr,aOe n ivkfer*.
lf he bail is planred b be built outskJe tre raikoad grade wherc past land uses haro dbtub€d the grourd
surface, colsruction of the tail is ameptable $rtth the provision that any surfiacs irtifiacts am avpired and
groung djsturbanqa p t<qnJ to a minimum. Portions of knosn railrod grade segments are depided ln Flgures
5a and 5b ollhe Cuftunl Rasonrces Sfudy.
Conrtructbn Pn tocgl CR-1.8, lf a tail is planned at the Camp 772 sib b bllolr lhe alignment of tln
existing gnarel rod, il is aoceptable fur lhe trail b fullow within tha road route bEcause thara is no hace of
historlc-peri:d s@mens addent within thb aliyrment

CUL-3 Applicent Complianca
mon'rtomd by tlre
County Planning
Department

Atsubmittal br
conslrucrion
and grading
permtb

Applicant Compllance
monitored by the
County PIannirB
Department

During trail
construction
and sitB
grading
operatiorts

UJ
b.J

The folloring text shall be cleafi identfied on all grading plans and consbuction drawinge: Purswnt to
se6{r'ons ft.40.WO (Srta Drccovered Duing Exavation or hvelopment} otthe Santia Crm Uunty ffiie, if &
any ilrne dufing sfie peparutbn, excdvdtion, or dfier grcuN disfurbance assocrabd wiilt this prgect, human
rsrnai'i?s are disootorBd, he respsts6ir person shall immediatety oease and deslst f,orr ett fufiret stte
excamfibn and natify the sheriffamner and tlp Plannirw Dircdot. tf the mnner determines that the rcmains
ale nd of rccert ot@tn, a tull ar$eological rrlryt sltdil b pnparad and reprcsentatiw d the ,fiat Natve
Califomia lndian grwp shall be @nteded. Distwbsnce dtall nd rcstfu until the signifrcane of the
erchfilooical lesouma is determined and aprqtate mitigatims b pewrue the rcsowce on lie sffu ars
esfaDlisied.

lmplement the fulloving Gulturai Reoourcae (CR) consfir.rcfron prot6cd trrom the San Mcenb Rednnods
PublicAccess Plen:

Comtrucflon Protocol CR-{.7. The fullowing aclions ar€ promulg€ted in Public Resources Code 5097.98
and Health end Human Sefrty Cotte 7050.5, and pertain to ths discovery of human rcmains. lf human
rcmains ere encounbrcd, excaralion or disprbance of ltro location must be halted in ttre viclnity of the fird,
and the oufi coroner contacted. lf [re corcner determin€s the remains arc Natiw American. fie ooroner
shall conEst the Natiw AmErican Heritage Commlsslon. The Native American Heritage Commission will
identiff fie peeon <x perBorrs befrawd to bs 'most tlkely deacended" from tre deceasdd Native Aniedcan.
The met likely descendent would then mako recommendations regardlng ths tBetrnont of the remains with
appropriab dignity.

CULl

l8l146 MMRP.doc 7 of7
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Initial Study
(Initial Study and Attachments available online at: www.sccoplanning.com)

Application Number 1 81146
Zoning Ad ministrator Hearin g
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Project Plans
(Included as Attechment 3 to Initinl Study - Exhibit I))

Application Numher 181146
Zoning Administrator Hearin g
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SAN VICENTE REDWOODS
SANTA CRUZ COUNTY, CALIFORNIA

PROPOSED TRAIT NETWORK AND STAGING AREA
, CONDENSED PERMITTING SET
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Applic8tion #: l8ll46
APN: 0EG0l l -42 r multiplc APNS
OwDcr; Pmilsrla Opcn Spacc Tfust

Services Information

Urban/Rural Service s Line:
Water Supply:
Sewage Disposal:
Fire Distict:
Ihainage Distict:

Parcel Information

Existing Land Use - Parcel:
Existing Lmd Use - Surourding:
Project Access:
PlamingArea:
Land Use Desipation:
Zone District:
Coastal Zone:
Appealable to Calif. Coastal
Comm,

Assecsor's Parcel Numbers (APNs)

Main tract:

Parcel Information

_ Inside X Outside
Private
Septic
CalFiro (County Fire Department)
None

Main tract 8,159 acres on twenty-four contiguous parcels
Laguna Traot 373 acres on two cortiguous psrc€ls

Timber production
Rural residential, timbcr production
Empire Grade
Bonny Doon
R-M (Mormtain Residential)
TP (Iimbo Pmduction) & SU (Special Use)
X Inside _ Outside
X Yes _No

Laguna Tract:

058-011-01

058-011-10

058-011-11
058-022-04

063-011-01
'063-011-09

052-101-01

080-011-12

080-011-14
080-011-35

080{1r-37
080{11-38
080{11-39

080-011-41

080{11-42
080{21-05
080-021-07

080-331-01
080-331-02

Technical Reviews: Archaeological Report Review, Biotic Report Review, Soils Report
Review, Prelimisary Grading Review

Environmental Information

An Initial Study has been prepared @xhibit D) that addresses the envirorruental teview
associated with this application.

52

EXI{IBIT F

Parcel Size:

063-03r-02

053-071-01
080{11-03
080{11-06
080-011-09
080411-10
053-101-09
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Environmental Coordinator response
to CEQA review comments

Application Number I"81 146
Zaning Adrninistr atar Hearing

6t2uL9

53
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CoUNTY oF Snrurn Cnuz

April5,2019

Snbjoc't: Application * ftffm - Srn Vlcente Redwoodr
Recpoue to I$/I]IN] Commentc

This leUer has beeo prepred as a swrtmuy of commeirts teceived on the Initial study and draft
Mtigatod Negative Declaration for a proposed hail system on the Saa Vicmte nA**irilffi
thd wae receiv€d drhiqg thrc prrblic osmlo€ot p"riod g*.ury rz tnr"r*-na"d zl, zaisy.

In rcceiving comments *F diqg an Initial Study md draft Mi.figated Negative Declration, the
California Ewiromemtal QualityAct (CEQA) rc.ptlres tt* att cmmentrfu t***a ou tro the
f,csisiur-maldngbodyfor considefiation, and no fornoai tcqponre to t* *ic t *q,rir"d fi*
S" l.rn Egoncy' Uftq commenF are p,ro'yi{d from r€'r,ieffi age6cies or oto con e*"A prties, the
Eaviromental coordinatorevalustesthos€,cxrnt-eatsaia.uto"art *io*L^aetou/h€tlamy
of the iesues lais€d rise to the lwel.of requiriag nodificatim tp fte i"itiJ rarCy * mid*fi;
monitoring ard rseortiry ptan Oft€o there arre chaqges to clarifu tL -"f-yri" o, 6rr"rtirconsistEncie whi$ d9 not rqtrirc recirculmion ofthe diqrmeor In some casss, issues re raisod
tnat rwutlil the projoct being withrfuawn until further mat)Eis can be d;. I" thtr- case there wrc
sme modifcations to the documat to clri$ eome o{tbe-issue oiruO U,r oo rh*g* tr t;ofr;
rcquirerccilsulatim.

Cornmente'were reooived fircrm 26 different rcspmde,nts. Many of the cornmeng received wae
exsr€ssiotrs o-f srrypor or opposition t" o. p*:il;E-;6#; ;ffiil; in rome cage8.
Commeofs of support or oppoeition are relwant to the rwiil aqd ooruidtratioa ,frh" ff.d, b,r;
oommenrs that do not raise specific or subqtdntive isslros r€lstcd to the enviromt@l rwiem, for &is
fojectuenot addrrssed inthis lett€r. . '

m: l$o is a response to the oomm€ilts.S{"uir"d specifio or sulistaativo issu6 related to tbeenvirsnm€otrwiewdocum.effstbatwaecirsulstedfolrevicwmd@mm@tp€r&ereqgiremensof
CEQA.

Cirerv Haves

gry Hffi has provided a s€ries ofquestims r€garrding the process and analysis of eovironmerrtal
gaewthatappeam beinte'nd{toimprovethuiraity*amntemtof&eehvirmentaldocuoent
Since the questions do not clearlyjOenls, alefci;ciesor directllr challage the r€sults ofthe InitialStdx individual responses to each ofrhese questions wiII *t#pro"i#ry JEio**, all thequeetioaslmrrments have beeo taken into consid€rafion in tho *fo;;itdn i irrlr"av aud draftMtigat€d Negative Declaration

I

PLANNTNG DEPARTMENT
701 Oceru.r Srneer-+m FLooR, Sru,naCnua CA 9SO0O

(831)asa*2s6s Frr (831)4il-21s1
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One mmment asked how hewilytha 'adrytive manag@€il$ sfrategiee' (outlined ia the &afr Prfilic
Access Plan) ww reli€d upon in o,rd€r to arive at doterminations of significance of impact. The
projoot (a tdl systfl and parking arca) was reviewed for eignificance of impacrts and the
dstaminalion of impacts was not reliant on the adrytive nanagEm€nt proposed by the rypliout Ttre

impacts of a rocrcationd hait Elstcm on a limitod portion ofthe ploperty, ufuich hafl pmriorrlybeen
used solely for timber productioa was coffidwd to be less +hm sigtificmt in most csses. Where
additioual tecbdcal information. was provided thd could finrher pmtect sensitive rsouroes,
miti'gations wrc added to firrther €n$rre that impacts would be less ihau sigoificant None ofthe
mitigations are reliant on an adrytive management ryercach past the conshrction arid

impleinentation pbasg o,ther than BIO-5 and B10-6, which require amual compliance regadiltg
edtrcotional signnge and hail mainterrance oa the property. Adaptive Maragemmt allows for
fl€xibility and adjustme,nt depending on the specific ckum$tmc€s e,nmmtered, v&ich should

improve lorry-rtra managemreirt outcomes.

Another comm"qt asked how otmrrlatively considembte impacte wert addr€ssed in the Initial Shrdy,

aud if otherknovmplojects in the vicinitywene taken into consid€rction The analysisperfonnedby
pioject mnzulAnts ard statr did take into consideration other known p,rojeots in the vicitrity
(ina.raiqg a tail oonaection to the Cototri Coast Dairies property, &rc rail tai! and increas€d

visitatiorin tbe Davaport area and coastal areas overal|. The p'rojcc*od visitot counts and traffic
analysis prcvidcd by the comsulant inolude al increased level of visitation based ot the ftmre
btrildor* of recreational frcilities in the mea. Iloursv€r, eaifi of&ose sryarate prcjec .ts nny havo their

own localized imparts and the majority of tail use on the mnin tart of the San Vicafe Rcdwoode

Fopegy will be ti.ituA to visitors who access the property throueh thc trailhead offqf Empir€

Gmde so that is where an waludion ofpote,ntial inparfs was focused. The Initial Shdyhas been

rcvised to explain'how cumulatively onsidrable impacts have been.assesee4.

Siqra CIub

The Siana Club has expreesed thcir opinion.that the impacts of the project ate not less thao

sigpincmtardttatanfnvinommtat lmpartReport{EIR) shorrldbepreparedinstcad. Thisisbased

oa their conceras regarding impacts trr wildlife or &e property and a request fo,r p'mject altemaflves

th* woutd reuult in less impact to the eeositive ecosytt€m.

The applicanthas designcd thetrail qnstmto avoidwoo&moests to themaximum exte,nt feasible.

ffuei avoidmceis notpossible, theClismantlitrgofwoodratnestu is standard acceptedpactioeper

thc Califomia D@etment of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW). It is an$cipat€d thd &ere will be impasts

to *oo&at neste, Lowwer, givcn tbet staffid€otificd 1 ,8 1 5 ne* ririthin 25 fect oflhe tnril aligmeng

md drtimarc "pe-ri-"trty 
?4,0fi) nests on the Sau Vicente poperty, inpacts to at uost 144 nests

would not be ooosidsod significut'

Dog use oa tails would bG limited on-leash activity only on the upper poltioas of ihe prop€rty,

whicb is the area slosest to eristiag residatial dwelopment aad Empire Grads. While sone dog

ovmers iryill contimre to violate leash laws, CEQA does not require mitigation for itlegal behavion.

Afthoqgh mountain lions are charismatic macpofrrmq they are uot a qpecifically pnotecled spccies

gnderCgqn Thetrailsystemwasdesigpedtoavoidknownmountainlion&rrdngandbreeding
arrgqs, a$ detcrmined by biological assessment of the proper{y in o,rder to minimiz€ inte,rac'dons,

2
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Itisimportanrtto notethatttrebaseline environrnmtinwhichtherewatioral trEil E stemisproposed
is a prqpety thst has be€n rued paiodically for ioggiag for ovu'100 yems, with no prrotections for
\ilildlifc habi@ 6ftsr fhan the limited Etmdards ipposed by the State of Califonria for fimb€r
hrtrests. Although some loggiag would continue to ocsur on the proedy, the oonsenmim prttr€rs
harre performed extensive studicE to deternrine which portions of the propedy shorld be offlimits to
togging e,ntirely in ord€r to prroteet scnsitive resorrces. Additiocally, the property iaolndes vuious
iaholdings and roadways that re rued by residmts ofthe area and limited timber harvesting would
continue to ocsur. Ve,hicles used for timbs htrvest and'property accqs would onfinrre to pass
thrcugh the properfy whether or not the pmpoeed remtional hail syste I is constrgcted

Moatwy Bav Air Resou.rcqs District

fne Uonlqey Bay Air Rcsotrces District (IVBARD) hss sfficd approciation frr the inclusion of
Conshrction Protocol AQ 1.1. Alt[ough thfu pmotoool was rcftr@ccd as a mitigation measure by
I\ilBARD, it is not a rcquired mitigatioa since it is a.coasffirctiotr protocol that is inclrded as prt of
the project proposql. Additionally, the air district has recornmelraea usitrg cleaner ftro Eirdrcd
cmstructio! eqriignsut if feaslblc, aDd this recommendatioa has been pasr"a o. to the appli-caor

Additioual p€ndb will bG required by the air disfribt, md this has bea noted in the
rcv.issd Initial Study.

BomvDoonFire

Bonay Doou Ffue has rcquestod that an cgr,ess &om Warren Drive be re-opened into th-g
Sm Yice,nte Redwoods pr.ee-ty. Ar thir r*rt" is not pat of the public access pfro, ii is not part of
fu p*jee. fhis requcst has heeo noted ed prrovided to the ryplicanf, who can choose to o,pen or
close the asc€ss route st &eir discretion

ValerigHatey

Valerie IIaIery has orprcssed conoems related to the l*guna tract portioa of the propoee6 projcct that
is adjocent to the Bonny Doon Ecologicat Reserve and the Smta Cllz Srnrrhifli. siedficdm€mts
requllt that the Lagura trrct impnoremab not be included in ohase 1 md tbat -ryr *A i"t *a
graphios uot itrcludo hails oa the Iagma trast due to sootrifivity;f the area aod tn" fi|[L of*t
and endmger€d qpecies. Additionatly, the oo,rrments aatioa tiut 

" 
*. *A* of*ars6a6iqg

lMOfn betw€ffi the mnseirration piltners aDd CDFW may be rcquired in ordor to implsorat nai
imprcveme,nts on the'Iagrrna Tract

The trails on the I"ET" trat arc eidstitr& and the project pmposes to repair and impr6ve &e trail
s58tsot topreventaosion andimprc,ts tb thenafiral enviroment. The applieaathasheenprovid€d
the oommeats aad can decidc td pdoro fail imp,mvemmts in a mpar6e-phase ofconstructiorl Usn
M-oU is roquired pnorto Tablg tail impnovanent, the applicant-will G requirea ;;;t"b *"
withtheCDFTir. Advcrtisingofthetrail rystemisnotareauirmentoftheproposodFojecqana6e
applicant can decide to erclude the l,aguna tract from trail maps fm publii aso€ss.'

Brenda Barcelo

3
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Brenda Barcelo has provided oottrments related to tee rmovals for parting imprcvments. The
propo$od parking lot aud trail sptem is sited aod designd to avoid and p,reserve as many frees as

possible and will not result in the remtal of all the tree$ aurnd the parking area. Ihe property is
de,nsclywoodd ed in almdscrye of apprcxinatsly 8,500.acres with m aetive loggingopeation
(ureich will oontinuc on the propcrty), the removal of fioee for pafting implovements would bc lem
thm signifi&t, Rqlaceareirt plantingo of tnees on the proecrq. may ocun in conjrurction wi&
ongoiagloggiogandrevegetationqrerationswhene adequate spasilgardp(,op€rforestnmarmeut
pactices allow.

l-and Trust of Santa Cn:z Countv

The land Tnrst of Santa Chz County is tlre pmject applicmr The l-md Tnrst has suhmitt€d
cornmente reqqeeting clrificotion ofmitigationBlO-2 for timing oftee remo\xals rslatod to qpecial

sbtus bat and bird species. Comty staffhave rwiewed the rcqueet and teoomme,nds rcvising the
lunguage of the Constr,uction Protocols 3.I and 3.2 within the BIG.2 mitigatiol as follows:

Concfrucfron Prctocol BR€.{. Tree removrl and trlmmlng, regardless of sla, shell mav
take place outside of both the inatemily and hibemation period br special-status baE
(betuueen Sepftember lgl and Ocbhr SISI) and arrcid the breeding bird wiirdow pei
Probcols BR 3.4 and'BR 3.5. Tree removat can hke place during this pedod.ftetrueen
$epbmber ist and October 3letl wi$tout a braeding bid or bat rcost suruey.

Conctrucdbn Protocol BR€2. lf removal of lage baes (e.g., ffie DtsH ie grcater th an 12
inches) occura during the bat roosflng season (Novemberlgfthrough August3lst), theee
faes shall be inspechd by a qualified, Gounty-approved biologist hr the prcsene of bat
roosB. !f a matemity roost is debcted, up to a 200-fuot bufier shall be placed around the
matemitysite untilthe baE are no longer utililng the sits. Non-matemity mostsites can be
removed under the direction of a gualifed, County+ppro\,€d bhlogist" Any hrge fuee ftat will
be removed shall be ht on the ground lor 24 hours before being taken ofisite or being
c*ripped. This period will allow any day-roosting bats the opportunity b leave bebre the hee
is elther remoned furn the area or is chlpped.

Mark Lipson

efter expeeshg supeort for the pubtic access proposal, comments include a conc€rn r€guding
qmulative inpacts and iitelrtifi Cotoni-Const Dairies,.the mil tlil, ud the Cernex prop€rty as

projw'ts thatoouldhane qmulafive impacE inthe prcj€ctvicinity.

Asnoted aboveintherw'ongeto themmmeirts received ftromcneyHal'es, thennalysisperformod

by project consulhts and staff did take into consideration oth€r knoum proje€ts in tbe vicidty
(fucluding a tail connectign to the Cotoni-Coast Dairies Fop€rly, the rail fiail, and increased

visitalion in the Davenport rea and coas{al reas ov&all). Aaypropocal for the Ceinex site would be

corsid€red as spesulative 61t this time so it }as not been specifically included in any visitation or

tlffic estiEaf€s. The projectod vi$itor estimates md taffo a&lyFis Pl,ovidd by the coasultant

include m increased lwel of visitatfurr bas€d oo the futute buildout of recneatioaal ftsilities in the

ffEa Howerr€r, each of those sqlrate prcjects may have their own localized impaots anrl the

aajority of trail u$e otr the main tract of tbe San Viceirte Rodwoods prop€rty will be limitsd to

visito6 who accees the property thrcugh the trailhead ofrof F-pire Grade, so that is where m
erraluatioa of potreotial ippacts was focused. As uoted above, the Initial Studyhas bm rwise.d to
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explain fusw otmulatively coasidcrable impacts have bem asscsd.

Jacob Pollock

Jacob Potlo* has zubmittod comm.enB relded to coult€r pines, mouotaia lions, adrytive
mrnagpmect biological monitoring and impacts ftom tmil use on mHon and wildlife

fh.e proposed prdd+g lot si& was selected by the applicant.due to the locatioa ia a ffion of the
Pmpcrty whw mrrlter pincs were plmtod previousty. It is uncleu if these tneco woeplautd for
twegetationorfor,rcstplantafi@prqpose,bdtheyuenotBcorymotrlyosrringnmraltuurpono
on the prcpsty or in the projoct vicinity (althougfu they are rative to California, whidwas mis-
stdod iathe public.access.plm nou-native hees).

Asnotod aboveinreqrouseto comments ftomthe SiemaClub regmdinginpaets tomountaialims,
the trail sltst€Dr wrs designed to avoid knonar -o,rtaio lion- denning *A trrahg aruas, as
detsmhed by biological asseem.€nt of the prropert5r, in addition to 

"lo*ing 
the trits at night

As noted above in respoasc to corrrmmts from the Siara Ciub regardiqg a detamination ofpoteirtial
imeacts ftom public accesq the baseline environrnent in whie,l tbe-rcmeational hail *i,^,t * is
proposedis apropertythatwasusedspecificaflyforlogging withnopmt".d; frrwildlifehabitat
other than the limitod stmdards imposed by ths Stde of Catifomialor tiuber A*uot. Although
some{oggingwould contiguc'to occur on thepopafy, the consinrationpintners harreperformerl
exte,Irsive sfiidies to determine which porti*r ofG prop*ty should b€ ofUmi15 to toggins *tir*l,
in order to prmtect semsitiye resource$, Additionally, the property inclldes various ioUfaiog' *i
roadways that are ueed byrCIsidenh of the areo atrd lini.t€d timber 66'v€sting wogld coatioue to
occur. Vehiola usdl for timber htrv€st aud property aooess would cogtinue to pag3 thrcugh the
pqperfy wLefh.a or not the piopos€d remeational trsil E/stee is oonstud.

As notod above in reeponsc to corrrm.e,nts from Crley lfuyee reggrdiry adaptive tnmagement
sfrategies, the prroject (a tail ryrstem and parting aroa) was rwie,wod for *ipin.a]ro ofinpacts and
thedetormiffitionofimpacts wasnotr€IimtontheadrytivemnnagemcritpooeoruafVfuilli*r1

F" BS:f a recreationa tail system on a limited ption ortn'e p*p,rlt, ;ht h had prcviously
been solely for timberprroduotion was considefod to be IcsB than signifi"*iio most cssi€s. \I&";
sdqtioaal techical- iaformation was prcvided that oould fifih; protost sensitive rcsolrp's,.
mi.{ftions wgre added to firrther cosure that impacts would be less ihan significmt. Noac ofthe
mitigations me reliant on hn adap,tile .manag€m€ilt appioach pas.t tle r*rfu,r.d; ;;
implementation phase, other thnn BIg-5 and B10:6, which &rfu, Aurf 

"o^pli*." r'fding
educational sign4ge aod trail mainteuance on theproperty.

Multiplc sfidies have been completed reganling the effect of EaiI use Oy various usa t1pes,
i*ludiry tilkqs, dog walkers, bikes, trail rumers, horseback ridcrs), which iodi"rt" ttut &e presenoe
ofpeople (and animals) within hobitot ffieas can distuft wildtife. A recent r"po6nl6-*re by the
Mountaia Bikers of Sate Cruz includcs referaces to ssvcral such rqorL *irrdirg l-prrt
associded with trail use in natural areas. Regardless of shldies on the potentid imfrcts oftrails md
trail us€rs oa wildlifcr thererdew and assessuat ofimpacts for.this proju.t *r* ooi;;;;;;;
prop€rtJ beiag consid@d as a pristine nafutal lvildlifc habitat whw u mif qtr*o is pmposcd. The
primary a$sesmmt oli*pt t* .for this pnoject was consial€red ftorir the baseline *l6tion of tU"
property as an active timber production propety with existing roads md private property ioholdiqgs.
5
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Changiry the ocisting timber production use (ufoere periodically tuctort, hect y equipmart
chainsaws, and vehioles ae prescnt) to include a recroatiqtul use (with hikqs, biker+ md horses) on
a limitetl plrtioa of the property.was conside,red to be less then significaot.

Sincerely,

MattJohnston
Bnvironmental Coordinator

6
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Comments & Correspondence

Application Number 181146
Zoning Administrator Hearing

612U19
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Randall Adams

From:
Sent:
To:

jflcergs <jfuergs@sbcalobal.net>

Wednesday, February 27,20191:12 Pi/
RandallAdams
San Vicente Redwoods CEQASubject

The San Vicente Redwoods multiuse trail system will be a wonderfuladdition to our Santa Cruz
outdooi experience. The more peopleare exposed to the beautiful Santa Cruz environment, 

'the

more they witl work to protect iL I encourage you to wo* with the Santa Cruz Landtrust to shepherd
this proiect along.

JoelSteinberg, MD
Santa Gruz, California

Sent via the Sarnsung Galaxy $$ , an AT&T 5G Evolution smartphone
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Randall Adams

Sent:
To:
Cc:

Frcm: Dcnna Karolchik <donnak@soe.ucscedu >'
Monday, March 4, 2019 8:2ZPM
Calah Pasley

RandallAdams
Re:TRAllS UPDATE: San Vicente Redwoods

I cringed when I opened up your webpage re: Trails Impact on Nature: "Less than'Significant". It shows a
pioture of a big pack of mountain bikers assaulting yet another backoountry tail. Im dismryed that the Land
Trust is catering to the local mountain bike lobby wtren planning tuails at San Viccnte Redwoods, but is
r€stricting dogrnalking access to suoh a small percentags of thc trail network. Unforhrnately, the mountain
bikers in Santa Cruz arc supported by a very lucrative industry that is willing to sink big dollars into making
nxe that every tail in Santa Cruz County is accessible, whercas us dogwalkerc don't have that kind of big bucks
lobby backing us...we just want to have nicc places to walk our dogs. I have heard the excuse that thc Land
Trust is wortied about the impact on the mountain lio.ns, but in my cxperience, the impact of mountain bikes on
the environmcnt far exceeds that of dogwalkers.

I wish I could be more excircd about your plans for San Vicente Redwoods. Instead, thcy continue to sadden

me.

-Donna

On3llll9 10:23 AM, Cal*r Paslcy wrote:

Dear Donna,

The County of Santa Crue has releasedits initial CEQA (California

Environmental Quality Act) study of our plans to build 38 miles of trails

through San Vicente Redwoods.

The report finds that the tririls will have "less ttran significant" impact on nature

- and that is exactJy what we and our partners hoped to achieve in designing

these trails.

You can read the report here. along with our Access PIan, FAQ, and other

materials. Learn more in this Sto$lof the Week post.

Also this week, the Iand Trust was granted re-accredition through the Iand
TrustAccreditation Commission, It is bdsicallythe good consenration seal of

Subject:
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approval. You can rlird more iq the press releasc he{e.

All the best,

Calah Pasley

Development and Communications Director

La.nd Trust of Santa Cnrz County

H r=llx!tI t-Jt H tr H
Cwight @ 2 otg, t-and tht#- d tunta Cittz C.ounty. AII rights rcxrud.

Ourr rneiling address iC:

6U Wat€rSrEet, Santa Cruz, Califomia 95o6o

unsubecribe from this li$ update subscriution prefelences

info@landtrustsantacruz.orq

This emailwas sent tn d[gldgD$@gmeil,@B

inv aiA t qet rllisZ unsubscrlbe ftom thiE list Uodate subscrlDtlon preferences

Land Trust of santa cruz county .617 Water st sante cruz, cA95060-4148 ' USA

2
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RandallAdams

FEonr:

$nt
To:

James Feachtl < kHdguy@gmail,com>
Friday, March 8, 2019 4O1 PM

RandallAdams
San Vicenta Rdwoods Public CommentsSublec*

I fully support public acoess, but believe some of the trail systein slrould be designafed for hiking only (no

horses, bikes, or dogs).
Thank you
Jim Feichtl
2036 lyon Ave, Belmont, CA 940A2

I
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Randa!! Adams

From:
Sent:
To:

louisemoran6 < louisemoran6@yahoo.com>
Thursday, June 20, 2019 3:45 PM

RandallAdams
Item# 6.'181146 Land trust Santa Cruz.Subject:

Hi Randall,
I am writing about the public hearing Friday June 21st regarding the Land Trust Santa Cruz parking

area located on Empire Grade in Santa Cruz County. I am the owner of Crest Ranch Christmas tree
farm which is also where my residence is at 12200 Empire Grade.
I have a few concerns that I would like addressed. One the being the pavement on the exit of the
parking lot. I would appreciate the pavement being extended from the street to the edge of the 1st
horse parking stall. The reason for this is to prevent any excess dust from contaminating and affecting
tree growth on our Christmas trees as well as excess dust entering our residence.

My 2nd concern is the need for No Parking signs at the Entrance and Exit of the parking atea,
especially so that there is no overnight parking in that location. There is also an additional need for
No Parking signs directly across from the entrance next to my property as this area is not paved and
there are multiple problems with having cars able to park in this area. (1- dusUdebris affecting the
growth of trees, 2 - lncreased potential for theft of Christmas trees during the selling season, 3 - to
help decrease potential for our fence being cut to enter and stash possible paraphenelia, for the low
security prisoners at fire camp up the road, which is why we suspect it has been cut in the past.)
Thank you for considering my concerns in this matter.
Regards,

Louise Moran
12200 Empire Grade
Santa Cruz, Ca
831-334-4031 cell

Sent via the Sanrsung Calaxy S9+. an AT&T 5C Evolution c,apable srnartphone
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T[e collaborative effort between the SVR partners enables a safeguard against

potential conflicts with tl-re management of the properry and the terms of thc

colservati6n easement. The League will continue to enstlre the prorection of thc

property ald its conservation values in perpetuity in its responsibiliry as holder and

steward of tlre conservation easement.

Thank yotr for your consideration of the Public Acccss Plan for SVR' Please don't

hesitate to call with any questions, 415'870'5804,

Paul Ringgold
Chief Program Officer

Encl.

wALx AMot{G GtAl{Ts', I ttt Suttersrreet llth Ftoorsan FrancircocA 941o4 p415 3622352 i l:1SgOZrcn I savaliafierlwoods.ort
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,laaeThe Redwoods
LEAGUE'

June 19,2019

Jocelyn Drake
Zoning Administraror
Planning Department
701 Ocean Street, Suite 400
Santa Cruz, CA 95060

Re: Comment on San Vicenre Redwoods Public Access Plan, Project T81146

Deat Ms. Drake,

I write ro you on behalf of Save the Redwoods League in support of the Public

Access PIan at San Vicente Redwoods (SVR), Save the Redwoods League (the

League) has been working to protect and restore redwood forests and connect

people to their peace and beauty since 1918. Over the last hundrecl years, the

League has pioneered science-based forest restoration work, educated thousands of
schoolchildren about the redwood.forest, and established dozens of patks and

reserves across Californi a.

\n 2014, the League acquired a conservation easement over SVR from its owners,

Peninsula Open Space Trust and Sempervirens Fund, to ensure the permanent
protection of the myriad conservation values of the property: statewide and regional

conservation significance, forests, biodiversity, watershed protection, viewshed

protection, landscape and habitat connections, public recreation, education, and
scientific snrdy. ln cooperation with Peninsula Open Space tust, Sempervirens

Fund, and the Land Trust of Santa Cruz County, the League has been engaged in a

joint partnership ro maintain, restore, and develop these conservation values as

they pertain to the conservation easement and management of SVR. The League

regularly collaborates with tl're SVR parrners as well as monitors projects and the
property as a whole to enslrre the protection of fhese values.

In conjurrction with all other conservation values, the easement allows for public
access on SVR. After years of planning and assessment, the Land Trust of Santa
Cruz County has led the effort to develop a Public Access Plan consistent with the
partners' vision of.SVR and the League's conservation easement, The Public Access
Plan takes into account the conservation values of the property to balance the
protection of those values while providing access for the public bencfit. '\U7ith 

each
stage in development of the public access projecr, the League has been regularly
engaged in the planning process and provides feedback to ensure continrred
consistency with the easement terms.

I rtt sr,,., rrr6€l llth Froor san Francisco cA 94104 p 415 362 2352 a 4t5 3,627Ot7 
I
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TIrlm lR.umsn tsoxxrr Doox Asscclt"NlrlloN
I{nEptNC BotrxV I)OoN I?tltl,tl ANI) NA'II{JltAL ' SIN(;L L957

P.O. Box 551 B'llLroN, CA 95018

Randall Adams
Project Planner
Santa Cruz County Plarming Dept.

June 14,2019

Dear Mr. Adams,

Regarding Item 6 on the June 21, 2019 ZoningAdminstrator Agenda:

The Land Trust of Santa Cruz County is plalning to open the San Vicente Redwoods property to

the public, which we applaud. Bryanlargay of the Land Trust has been vsry generous in keeping

the public informed of its plans and support what they are doing.

There is one request that we want to make of the Planning Department as it considers approving
the permit(s) for this project to go forward. Mr. Largay has told us that the Land Trust intends to

monitor the pubiic's use of the planned tails, and take appropriate actions to deal with any

problems that arise, such as the building of illegal trails, and negative impacts to the environment

and the flora and fauna. During our review of the draft Public Access FIan, we did not find
mention of a public reporting mechanism for the monitoring that will take place. Bonny Doon

residents and others are interested in following these effbrts and would benefit from understanding

how things proceed with adaptive management for the many mitigations included in the plan. And,

we understand that proceeding tiom Phase 1 to Phase 2 arrd then onto Phase 3 will be contingent

on meeting targets that will be rnonitored over time.

Therefore, we strongly request that the Conditions of Approval for the application include tirnely
public reporting of the monitoring, and any actions taken as a result.

Many thanks,

Andrew E. Davidson
RBDA Chairman

fu-ilk
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COMMENIS

T^BE 1 RESPONSE ID

AND RESPO

COMMEM
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45
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Ciuz puma project. Through close

please see page 8-1 ofthe plan.
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SAN VICENTE REDWOODS INITIAL STUDY AND MITIGATED NEGATIVE OECLARATION

COTT,IMENTS AND RESPONSES MEIIAO

TA81.E 1 REspoNETo h,lMEIm oilrHE Pm,Ecr MERIISOf n{ESAI'IVICEIVIE REDUmE PUBucAocEss PIA}I PR0IET

* Comment

On behalf of Molino Creek LLC, we recognize and appreciate the efforts
that the Land Trust of Santa Cruz County has made to solicit and heed
our concems as inholders. For 35 years we have worked cooperatively in
succession with [.one Star, Cemex, ITSCC and the SVR Partners to protect
and manage this remote area of the county's north coast.

Recommendation

I support acceptance of the NMD finding and approval of the application
with the ITSCC's Public Access Plan. We support moving Phase I of the
project forward so that the "adaptive managementn concepts can be
tested aEainst reality.

822-2 However...
There is at least one very problematic aspect to the County's CEQA
analysis which compels further coriment. This. defect is notable with
respect to the multiple other, large-scale land-use changes occurring in
the area. My hope is that the County's professionalstaff and
elected/appointed decision makers will take a deeper, critical look at
how the north coast's rapid transformation is being treated by the
planning process.

This comment is related to the environmental analysis prepared by the County.
The Land Trust collaborates extensively on north coast resource management with
County Parks, State Parks, the Bureau of tand Management, :he California
Departrnent of Fish and WlHlife, the County Sheriffs ffice, the Regional

Transportation Commission and private landowners, We plan to continue to
collaborate and share resources so that all of the various holdings are well
managed.

Please also see re$ponse to comment 815-75. Also, please see General Response to
Commenb under subsedtions "Other Recreational Areas in the Project Vicinit/ and
oActess to the San Vacente Redwoods".

5
-I

*lnitialStudy/Env. Checklist, Section U.2, Mandatory Finding5 of
Significance, Cumulative lmpacts. This project takes place ln immedlate
proximity to 3 other large-scale conversions of formerly private land to
public access and visitor use. The assessment thatthe SVR project, 'has
no associated cumulative impactr" is completely unexplained and overtly
inexplicable. The one-sentence analysis seems to make a mockery of the
plain language embodied in the checklist at U.2. The County's planning
process appears incapable or unwilling to recognize that this project will
be operated in the context of opening the Cotonl-Coast Dairies Unit of
the California Coastal National Monument, the Coastal Rail :Irail, and the
potential conversion of the Cemex property to vasitor-use access. The
County is not seruing the interests of its citizens by following this

:...:,D lil;::i of 3ai.:t.t. cRUt couNry AHD ?L.tcEr,vo*K! rB
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COMMENTS AND RESPONSES MEMO, IAND IRUST OF SANTA CRUZ COUNTY

TABTE T RESPO]SE ]O @MMEIiTIIi ON T}IE PNOECT MBIIS Of 'ilE SAN VICE]IITE REDIA/OODS T'U0UC AtrES PI.AN PMINCT

Comrmnt#
whole area to plant 10(h trees to replrce the park owners will be

removing. ln a time of great world distrest about global warming,
deforestetion of arry sort ls an aberration. As a permit approval

condition, please require the owners to plant the same or a larger

number of trees elsewhere in the park to mitigate for the planned

removal of trees.

820 DryHJessen

B2G1 I have reviewed all submittei documents regarding land Trust of Santa The comment is noted.

Cruz C-ounty plans fortrail s/stem and management model in particular

how it will apply to Laguna Tract which borders Bonny Doon Ecological

Reserve (BDER). My wife and I have both grown up and lived in Bonrry

Doon our whole lives and have lived in the center of BDER for past 40
years raising our children and now grandchildren on this land. There are

existing trails on Laguna Tract that will be pafi of proposed trail system

that have been used since this land was owned by Lone Star/Cemex.

Land Trust plan to open trails in phase 1 of project makes sense and

shows good wisdom, having their collaboration and support along with
our BDER community group that maintains reserve trails will promote

safe and legal public use- Land Trust having also agreed to not promoting

l.aguna Tract in advertisement will help keep overall impact to BDER

facilities and trails to a minimum and promote much slower evolution for

5

increased al BDER to realistical to visitor increases.

821 Bryan Largay, Land Trust of Santa Cruz Courty

W22 Ma*Llpmn

822-L lntrc
These comments are submltted by Mark Lipson, PO Bo< 69, Davenport

cA 95017.

I am a resident of Dwenport and have been farming certified organic

produce since 1983 at the property which is encompassed within the San

Mcente Redwoods project. That property is owned by the Motino Creek

The comment is nDted.

42

LLC of which I am the current President.

.uaY 2't.2019

Respn*
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SAN VICENTE REDWOODS,INITIAL SIUDY AND MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATiON

COMIAENTS AND RESPONSES MEAAO

TASIT 1 RESPONSE IO COIYIMEI{TS ON THE PROjET MERM OF n{E SA VICEVTE REDIIIOOE F'IJBUC ACESS PLAN PRO'ECT

Comrnent * Comrnem R€Bponse
trailsystem is quite restrictive to canine company by comparison. As a
privatev owned trail system, I was very hopeful that San Vicente
Redwoods would be more acxorimodating than the state/city par1(5.

Bryan outlined the plan to permit 1.5 miles along the entrance of the
trails as op€n to dog walking. Thls is nice, but it's hardly a warm up for
my lively crewl We frequcntly run 8-10 miles most days. lt's curious to
me that nearv all the traih aro open to equestrians, who are great, but
do leave piles of excrement and hoof divets everywhere they go. Most
trail uscrs includjng mysclf are willing to dodge these things but I have to
admit it's frustratin8 to not allow leashed dogs whose owners pick up
after them on the same trails.

Bryan m€ntioned that studies the Land l rust researched found wildlife
to be undisturbed beyond a 2o0m zone around trails used by humam
and other animals. This seems totally reasonable, given that over 90% of
San Vicente! 8500 acres will be closed to access, preserving habitats for
our lion and otherwild friends. But l'm Wondering- if this 2O0m zone has
been deemed acceptable, yrhy should it matter what species is doing the
disruption - horse, human, or dog?

Please mnsider opening up more of 5an Vicente to our caninc
companions and the humans who love them.

819 Br€ida Barcelo

819-1 I'm one of marry residents who will b€ highly affected by th€
opening ofSan Vicente park and I feel our concerns aren't
addressed at all. Everytime there's a meeting or I send an email,
my worrics arc brushcd ofr and the only thlng that remains is the
fadthatthe park willopen according to plan, no matter what.
Many of us are very unhappy about the large number of trees that
will be removed to make parking lots. We were told there's
nowhere else in the park to plant the same number oftrees that
will be taken out for the projed. ln a park as laBe as San Vicente,

As describ€d in the IS/MND,40 non-native trees and 15 native trees to be removed
that are 12 inches or greater in diameterat breast heiBht (DBH). Over 150 native
trees that are 12 inches DBH or Sreater would be retalned for the stagiflg area. The
proposed trails would occupy less than 5 percent of the entir- site. No trees
greater than 12 in!:hes ar€ proposed for removal ln association with trail
construction. No large trees (over 40 inches DBH) would be removed in associatlon
with the project. Ivlarry of the rare plants in the proiect area. particularv in the
sta8.rn8 a rea, are shrubs and wildflowers.

I have a hard time believincthere isn't arv soace at all in the

t4ND :trrlI or SaNIA CRUZ CO-'lT: r1:O tL..CE\Otlt 41
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CON,IMENTS AND RESPONSES MEIIIO, IAND IRUST OF SANTA CRUZ COUNTY

TABTE 1 RESPONSEIO COMMEiIIS ON THE PROIECT MERTT5 OF THE SAN VICETTITE REDVYOODS PIJBUC ASESS PI.AI{ PRO'ET

Comnpntf Comment Response

will also help keep v'sitor use lower in the trails that are not opened or

managed yet. t here needs to be more disiussion about advertising the

location Ecological Reserve portion of the trail system' We need to keep

public use low in the Reserve.

Sherffs and rangers can't help prevent high foot traffic and damage of
low growing, rare plants such as the Ben Lomond Spineflower

(Chorizanthe punSens var. harlwegiana) that currently grow along the

trail
P774 Concluslon

Please let rne knon if you would like any additional inforrnation about

the sensitive reiources and sensitive habitats at the Bonny Doon

Ecological Reserve. I would be happy to shor County staff some of the

rare and endangered plant species that currently grow along the trail
edges that could be damaged by intreased foot traffic have prepared

these comments to County Planning to the best of my knowledge-

We are also big fans of the Santa Cruz Sanihills. lhe Land'l-rust's Save the Sandhills

initiative has protected e'rght properties with robust populations of threatened and

endangered specir:s. We look foiward to collaborating to ensure the stewardship of
these biodiversity hotspots.

55

Please help us "Preserye the Reserve" I

818 KanleGeyhd

818-1 Last week I attended a presentation given by Bryan Largay on the Land

Trust's plans for the new San Vicente Redwoods Trails. As a Bonny Doon

resident and avid trail runner l'm really thrilled about the plan and canl
wait for it to officially open. Clearly you all have done a ton of work to

make this happen so l'd like to express my gratitude for thatl

The comment is ncted. Note the length of trails with access for dog walking is 2.5

mlles of trail.

Please see the response to comments 815-51 and 8164 for additional discussion

of this topic.

I do have a comment on the planned usage, which l'm hoping you m'tght

relay to the appropriate committees. ln short, lwould really lore to see

more mileage of the trails open up to dogs. I have two lovely, active pups

who are my frequent comPanions on trails both for their own Joy and

exercise as well as my safety. Sady,.l was quite surprised when I moed
here about a year ago at hol few trails there are which allowed them-

We used to live in Washington state where dogs were wekome on

40

nearly all trails excluding natlonal Cruz the public

ll'i'+ Y ll1 , 201 ?

!
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sAN Vlc ENTE REDWOODS INITIAL STUDY AND MITlGATED NEGAIIVE DECLARATION

COMMENTS AND RESPONSES MEMO

TABI.E 1 RESPONE TO OO]'Ti,I ET.[S Oil THE PIOJECT MERII5 OF THE SAN VICTIITE REINi'DODS PUBrc ACCS PIAN P(XECT

Commem# Comrnent Response

CNPS, high schools or college classes. The CNPS walks and most field
trips have been limited to 20 people in order to minimize impacts to the
Santa Cruz Sandhills habitat. The following comments pertain to the
proposed phasing ofthe Public Access Plan, and how the trails are
publicized.

817-2 1. Omit Ecological Reserve and Laguna Tract from Phase 1. I strongly
recommend that the currently proposed access routes through the
Bonny Ecological Reserve to the proposed Laguna Tract trails be

eliminated from the Phxe l testing phase. The highly sensitive zayante

Sandhills habitat and the associated rare and endangered plants in the
Ecological Reserve are the most sensitivc areas included in the entire
Access Plan, and should not be part ofthe Phase 1 testing phase. Once

opened, several years of monitoring are needed in the proposed trail
system located to the west of Crest Ranch to determine law

enforcement needs, the level of use, number of visitors and impacts due

tothe 90,000 people (hikers, bike riders, and horse riders) estimated to
use the trail system.

Once the level of public use and the extent of human impacts are better
known in the trails west of Crest Ranch, more accurate mitigation and

minimization measures may be developed for the sensitive habitats in

the Ecological Reserve.

It does not seem logical to have the most sensitive habitat developed in
Phase I of the Trails Plan (testing phase). According to Terris Kasteen

with the Dept. of Fish and Wildlife, a Memorandum of Understanding
regarding access through the Ecological Reserve still needs to be

The comment is noted.

tu described in the proposed Public Access Plan and the IS/MND, the Laguna Tract

trail is an ex'rsting trail that is to be improved with minor reroutes to reduce

potential fo.r erosicn. This trail will be accessible only through existing trails on the

CDFW Bonny Doon Ecological Reserve. The visitation estimats of approximately

90,000 is forthe main portion of the San Vicente Redwoods property, which is

located about 7 miles from the Bonny Doon Ecological Reserve. Existing trail users

visiting the Bonny Doon Ecological Reserve are anticipated tc' be the primary users

when the existing trail on San Vicente Redwoods is formally opened. An increase in

v'rsitation to the Bonny Doon Ecological Reserve is not expected. Trail planning for
the l-aguna Tract has been conducted in csordinatlon with CDFW. CDFW staff and

Bonny Doon Ecolc.gical Reserve votunteers have expressed enthusiasm for the

increased patrols and assistance with mailtenance at the Bonny Doon Ecological

Reserve that the project proponent can poride as part of routine management of
the Laguna Tract trails. Please see response to comment Bl5-44 for additional

discussion on the Laguna Tract.

5(,)

prepa red with Conditions of Approval.
817-3 2. Publicity, Trail Maps and Intemet Graphics. Full Build Out Maps of

both Phase 1 and Phase 2 should not be publicized until Phase 1 is

deemed successful. For the first 1 to 2 years after opening the trail
system, only the developed trails in Phase 1 should be illustrated on

websites, kiosks and map handouts. This will help keep people out of
areas that may not have trails developed yet or access is dangerous. lt

The Land Trust intends to treat the trails at the main San Vicente Redwoods

property and those at the Laguna Trect as distinct management units when it
comes to sharing informatlon with the public. We anticipate publicizing the two
areas separ.ltely, with the Laguna Tract trails receiving substantially less emphasis.

We lntend to provide information in a manner such that members of the public do

not arrive at the llonny Doon Ecological Reserve thinking they are at the main San

Mce nte Redwoods property.

t/,ND IRUii Of S.,NlA CiU: COUIiIY Ai\tO aLi\CCt?ORKI 3t
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COMMENIS AND RESPONSES MEMO, LAND TRUST OF SANIA CRUZ COUNTY

TABIT 1 RESPOi6EIO COMME]iITS ON THE PBOJECT MERTS OFTHE SAI.I VICEIIIE REDTITOODS PUBUCACESS PI.AN P8()JEET

Comment* C.omment

816-7 An Environmental lmpact Report is the appropriate level of reyiew for 'Ihis comment is related to the environmenta! analysis prepared by the County.

such a substantial project in a sensitive ecosystem. The environmental

impacts documented here require an ElR.

Thank for considering thesg_lgrn rng!!s.

BL7 \hlede Halery, tla0neVe8gtauon Netffi*
Bt7-l Thank you for the opportunity to make comments on the San Vicente

Redwoods Public Access Plan. I aftended the recent RBDA meeting and

presentation of the Plan by Bryan Largay on March 13, 2019. He said

that the comment period has been extended until March 29th, 2019'

This comment ser v*es as an introduction to the comment letter-

5
t.J

As you may know, i am an advocate for the Bonny Doon Ecological

Reserve and the conservation ofthe Santa Cruz Sandhills. I served as the

docents and volunteers coordinatoratthe Ecological Reserve from 1994

to 2077. I appreciate the efforts of the Land Trust and its consultants.

There are many positive asp€cts of the San Mcente Redwoods Access

Plan; however, I have concerns about potential impacts to sensitive

resources along the Ecological Reserve trails, since these trails will be

used to access the Laguna Tract in the land locked parcel to the east of

the Reserve.

According to Bryan Largay, the consultants for the San Vicente

Redwoods Trail Access Plan estimate that 90,000 people per year will

use the trall systern at fult build out of Phase 1 and Phase 2. Phase 1 will

serve as a testing ground to monitor the level of public use, traffic,
'impacts to biological resources from bikes, horses and hikers, the

success of rangers and law enforcement, trash, erosion, and trail

conditions. lf the resuhs of monitoring shgw low impacts, and that the

minimization measures in the Public Access Plan arb working, more trails

will be built as part of Phase 2.

Over the last 25 yean at the Ecological Reserve, we have had an average

of about 20 to 25 people using the trails at the Reserve per day, except

38

on days when there are guided and field trips sponsored by

MAY 21.2019
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SAN VICENIE REDWOODS INITIAL STUDY AND M ITIGATED N EGATIVE DECLARAIION

COiAMENTS AND RESPONSES 
'IAEMO

TA8[E 1 REPONSETO OOIilTE{T5 ON lHE PROECT MMlIs OF IHE SAN MCE{IE REDIilOODS PUBTJC ACSS P|AN PROECT

# Comment

5

nest by a biologist; and the material outslde of the disturbance

footprint will occur. This represents a.standard measure prescribed by CDFW to
minimize impacts on San Francisco dusky-footed woodrat and is implerncnted an

Santa Cruz and San Mateo Counties. The method includes the disassemble of
woodrat nests under the supervision of a biologist and scatter the nest materials.

The biolog'st 's present to check the nestduring disassembly to check for young

woodrats. lf young are not present, the nest if fully dlsassembled and the material

scattered. Materials are scatted because in some cases the abundance of matbrials

required to build a nest are a limiting resource. By scatterinB the material, that
resource is still available even if the original nest site is not. lf young are present a
layer of material is placed back onto the nest which is then protected with a no

distu rbance buffer for a period of time. The time a buffer is in place varies by the
status of the nest but is implemented to give the young time to mature and leave

the nest, or for the female to move the young to another nest. By taking this
approach materials are present for woodrats to construct ncw nests, and any

younB are protected until they are able to leave the nest. Because woodrats can

use and.occupy many nests, protections are in place to mitigate impacts to more

vulnerable young, and the relocation of nest material resources are still available to
build new nests, disturbance due to dismantling is considered a less-than-

significant impact.

Sources:
. lnnes, Rl, Dl{ Van Vureh, OA Keh, Ml Johnson, JA Wilson, and PA Stine. 2007. l{abitat

associations ofdrrsky-footed woodrats (Neotoma fuscipes) in mixed-coniferforestofthe
Northern Sierra Nevada.,lournol of Mammclogy 8It(5):1523-1531.

' Zeiner, D.C., Laudenslayer, W.F. and Maver, K.E., 1990. California's Wldlife (Vot. 3):

Mammals. California Statewide Wildlife Habitat RelationshiDs Svstem. PP 246-247

815{ The lnitial Study inadequately mitigates the impact of dogs on medium
and large mammals, which the UCSC Puma Project confirms's a

slgn'rficant impact. Locating the dog walking areas adjacent to Empire

Grade and requiring leashes have shown to be ineffective in deterring
illegal usage in all other ope n space lands in the'county. More
documentation and effective mitigations should be considered if you are

Please see response to comment 815-5L.

I his comment is related to the environmental analysis prepared by the County

going to allow activities that have s€rious environmenta I conse quences,

L:,!:D rRUSr OF 5.\lrll CiUZ CO-'itrY ANO PLACEWoilis 37
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ComnEnt* Commerfi
areas with and without trails. Landscape-level factors, such as the quzlity and
quantity of habitat, foraginS opportunities and resources, and predation risk were

considered more influential than overall trail use. Other research has found

temporary and more long-term impacts to wildlife species based on trail use,

lncluding dilturbances to breeding activity and potential introduction of non-natlve

species ofvegetation. The most compreheosive study in the region was performed

by ReilV and others (2017)^who deployed arrays of game cameras on and near

trails in 241 loEatlons in 48 open and 37 closed protected areas in the san Franclsco

BayArea. Theyfound that hikin& mountain biking. and equestrians had no effect
on the occurrence of mountain lions, coyo:es, bobcat, grey fox and mulE deer. They

found that dog walking had a neSative effect on the occurren,:e of mountain lions.

There is no clear consensus in the literature re8ardins trail use impads and wildlife;
however, there are approaches to minimize impacts that may occur. The proposed

trail alignment and design has incorporated a number of approaches intended to
minimize trail use impacts to wildlife species- An example of thls is the deslgn and

construction of the traih will result in little to no change in canopy cover, as

understory and brush alon8 the trail alignm€nts will be cleared. This is anticipated
to minimize and avoid permanent habltat impacts as6ociated with edge effects
where a large break in canopy and cleared areas could alter available habitat and

use by native wildlife species. Additionally. trails will have specific designatlons

which will limit or restrict what type of recreational adtuity can occur.

Please aiso see the response to comrnent 815-51

Source;
. Rellly, M. t...Tobler. M. w., Sonderegger, D. L, & Beier, P. (2017). spatlal and

ternporal rcsponse of wlldlife to recreational activities in the 5an Francisco Bay

ecoregion, Biological Cooservatlon l2o7) 777-176

B1G5 The proiect should locate woodrat houses and avoid impacts to them Extemive surv€\, work was conducted to evaluate the alignment and document
woodr;t nests presentwithin the Study Area. Dusky-footed woodrats only use and

occupy a small portion of the number of their available nests. with some nest

seldom or never occupied. Due to the hiSh density of woodrat nests in the Study

Area, complete avoidanbe of all nests is infeasible, Where possible, woodrat nests

No evidcnce is provided to supportthe assertion that dlsmantling the

houses, which can be used for decades, is a viable mitigation measure

when avoidance is not possible, hand disablement of a

36

will be avoided; however,
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816-3 6iven the number of sensitive species, dogs absolutely should not be

alloured on these trails.
Please see response to comment 815-51.

8164 There's no discussion of the impacts on wildlife of the long-term use of
trails by people. Significant impacts include reducing the abundance of
nesting birds and woodrats near trails and reducing the foraging area

available to some species (see, for example, attached study of the
effects of trail use on western pond turtle. Studies of this caliber must be
provided for all sensitive species in this project area).

The Trust is dedicated to biodiversity and wildlife conservation, and, as

(,

described in the Public Access Plan and Biological Resources Assessment, carefully
designed all aspecls of Public Access (activlties, trail layout, construction approach,

management and monitoring) to ensure these conservation values are protected.

The cornmenter incorrectly asserts that impacts from long-term use by people has

not been evaluated. The CEQA evaluation is for both the implementation of the
proposed Public Access Plan.as well as the construction and operation of the
staging arEa and trail- To the degree the proposed goals, policies, and

implementation strategies, as well as design and maintenance guidelines, and

construction protocols ensure resource protection, they have been identified in

each environmental topic of the lS/MND. Furthermore, as described in the !S/MND
(see page 17) mos:: of the property (approximately 94 percent) would be closed to
public access, whic:h leaves 6 percent of the site for future recreational uses. The

conclusions in the IS/MN D are based on these percentages of land uses over the
period of construction and long-terrn operation - i.e., impacts on wildlife by people

on the tralls over the duration ofthe project. As described in proposed Pubic

Access Plan and the lS/MND the adaptive management as described ln the
proposed Public Access Plan is an approach to developing actions that are

appiopriate by manage the staging area and trails. Adaptive management

strategies rnay change over time as need based on the monitcring and tracking of
use and site condi':lons, Please see response to comment 823-5 for further
discussion on adaptive management and mitigation measures.

The effects of human disturbance through trail use on various wildlife species a16

not universal- some species are much more tolerant of disturbance while some will

be more sensitive. Wildlife response to disturbances associated with trail use can

vary depending orr a number of factors including, but not limited to, type and

duration of the disturbance, species, time <rf year, component of the specles life

history disturbed, and habitat. Trail use and impacts along San Francisco Bay, which

serves as a critical migratory stop over for birds along the Pacific flyway, found no

richness, or activity of shorebirds for'

t/.ND IRUST Or SANI., Ciuz COUNII-.1ND ItT,CEWORKt

major differences in the number, species

35
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Comnrnt# ComnEnt Respalry-_

(r,)
6

We plan to monitoring the amount of trashand scale our patrol and visitor
engagement to the findings in order to minimize trash on the ground. We also plan

City parla see lots of trash. However, the ccmment makes assertions that are

inconsistent with best practices and observed outcomes for rural parks.. Many

resource agencies that manage public access, notably Midperrinsula Regional Open

Space District, often only signage to 'pack your trash', and observe excellent
results. This best piactice is taught in the West Valley College Park Management
Pro8ram.

Trash and recycling would be routinely removed by the propefi manager (see

IS/MND page 98). ,ls discussed on lS/MND page 18, clear signage would be posted

near the picnic area to indicate that all trash is required to be packed out or put in
the trash receptacle. Up to four trash and rEcycling receptacles wlth an

approximate 110-gallon capacity to hold two standard 55-gallon recycle-type bags

would be located at the parking area. Trash receptacles would be ADA-compliant
with a wildlife-proof internal single point selflatching system on the service hatch.

Trash receptacles would be welded with 14-gauge construction and mounted on

concrete pads at the restroom buildings. Picnic areas would either include wildllfe-
proof trash receptacles or clear signage stating that trash must be packed out (see

IS/MND page 35). Trash would be removed at ieast weekly, and at a frequency
sufficient to prevent trash overflow at the receptacles and to minimize wildlife-
attracting odors. All trash and recycling receptacles would be wildlife-proof.
Signage and visitor education would instruct visitors to pack out and/or properly

dispose of all waste. Litter, food scnps, and dog waste would be picked up and

disposed of as part of regular monitoring and patrol activities. (please see IS/MND
page 36).

Note that the use of signage is not a mitigation measure required to reduce any

impact to a less-than-significant level but is one of many tools applied by the Plan

to help with trash'related hazards and impacts to wildlife. Please see response to
comment 815-10 for addhional discussion on mitigation measures and

implementation of the proposed Public Access Plan.

.r.{AY i l, 201 9u
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TA81E 1 RESPOI.ISE TO OOT,IMENIS ON THE PROJ ECT M ERTIS S Tr{EIhNVICENTE REDI,I,ooE PUBUC AccESs PIIN PRojECa

Comment# Commert Response
B1s-81 What is the current recr'eational use baseline (# users) for bicyclists using This comment b related to the environmental analysis prepared by the County.

the Highway 1 corridor adjacent to the proposed project alternatlves,
including major bicycling events? Please see General Responses to Comments under subsection 'Access to San

Vicente Redwoods."
815-82 What % increase is projected wer what is currently experienced in the

vicinity of the proposed project ahernatives?
This comment is related to the ehvironmental analysis prepared by the County.

Please see General Responses to Comments under subsection "Access to San

Vicente Redwoods."
815-83 What are thresholds of significance for cumulative effects for additional This comment is re{ated to the environmental analysis prepared by the County.

recreational users presonted I this project, including on:

Please see Genera! Responses to Comments under subsection *Access to San
Parking ln areas in the vicinity of the Skyline-to-Sea trailhead on Swanton Vicente Redwoods."
Road

(})
-I

815-84 What are the cumulative effects of this proposed project on wildlife, This comment is related to the environmental analysis prepared by the County.
especially migratory and nursery behaviors, when taken into
consideration wlth:

- Forestry activities on the property
- Stewardship activities on the property
- Non-public use of the property

Please see Cieneral Responses to Comments under subsection "Existing
Conditions."

815 Glllhn GrcemlE, Slevn Oub, Santr Cnrz County Group

816-1 Thank you for the opportunity to read and comment on the Draft lnitial This com ment serues as an introduction tc the comment letter.
Study and Mitlgated Negative Declaration (S/MND) for the 5an Vicente
Redwoods Project.

Unfortunately, the IS/MND does not effectively mitigate all impacts of
this substantive project to less than significant.'Ihe Sierra Club requests
that an EIR be prepared to fully ass€ss and mitigate outstanding impacts
to less-than-significint and examine project alternatives that would

816-2
cause less da to the in which it is located.
Educational signage ls used as a mitigation measure, but such measures
are typically highly ineffective. Ib make sure there's no trash, for
example, the project would need many animal-proof trash receptacles,
and you will need an employee to walk the trails wery day and pick up
trash.

This comment is rr:lated to the environrnental analysis prepared by the County.

Please see General Comments, About the Land Trust.

Please see response to comment 815-20.
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comrnont Comment ResporE!

connection with the effects of p3st projects, the effects of other current
projecG, and the effects of probable future projech)?' (lnitial Study, p.

102).

th€ lnitial Study fails to list any connectlon of increased recreational use

with other current and emerging future proJects with whlch some of the
project proponents are involved, such as CotoniCoast Dairies, Cement

Plant Reuse, the RallTrail, Wild€r Ranch, County Beaches, etc. ln order
to effectively establish cumulative impacts analysis, one must first
establish a bascline and then analyze expected increases duringthe
timeframe of the project.

815-76 why does the trafric impact analysis onV examin€ effects of Empire

Grade, when significant increased use is anticipated by the 'Skyllne-to-

sea'aspect ofthe proposal, hence affecting HiShway l trdffic?

This comment is related to the environmental analysis prepared by the County-

Please see General Rcsponses to Comments undersubsedion "Access to 5an
Vlcente Redwoods.'

What are the cumulative impacts of the proposed projedwhich will
coincide with increased Highway l traffic?

s75-77 State Parks has (2lculated use of rts North Coast parks, why were these This comment is related to the environmental a navsis prepared by the County
data not presented to the public to establish a recreational use baseline?

Please see General Responses to Comments under subsection "Access to San

vicent€ Redwoods.'

815-78 Whal is the current recreationaluse {# users} baseline forWilder Ranch This comment is related to the environmental
State Park?

ana lysis prepared by the County.

Please see General Responses to Comments under subsection 'Ac{ess to 5an
Viceate Redwoods."

815-79 What is the current recreational u5e (g use6) baseline fot County

beaches in the vicinity ofthe proposed project alternatives?
This comrnent is related to the envirormental anatysis prepared by the County.

Please see Generai Responses to Comments under subsection "Access to San

Vicente Redwoods.''

815-80 What is the current recreational use (# users) baseline for Davenport

Beach, wh€re users share a parking lot that will also serve the skyline-to-
sea proposed trail?

This comment is related to the environmental analysis prepared by the County.

Please see General Responses to Comments undersubsection "Acc€ss to San
Mcente Redwoods.'

3it
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TABI-E 1 RESPONETO oN THE PROJECT MERIIS OF TTIE VICENTE REDUMD5 PUBUCAGES PRoJECT

Comment#
way around as implied by the comment. Management dec'sions by the

CDFW public access to the reserve will continue to be made by CDFW.

The Land Trust wall continue to coordination with both of these managing entities,

which were consulted with extensively as part of the preparaiion of the proposed

PublicAccess Plan. For a complete description of the planninS pmcess please see

pages 1-4through 1-7 ofthe proposed Public Access Plan, and pages 88 and 89 of

the'lS/MND. Also see page 8-1 for a complete list of agency partners and experts

(,
UI

815-71 I'low will the project proponents manage for the

recreational, social, and biological carrying capacitaes of these adjacent
lands?

that were consulted as of the nni

The t.and Trust will continue to collaborate with BLM and CDIW in response to
their requests for assistance. Whether carrying capacity is a lens through which

they analyze resource management is a decision to be made by those agencies'

As described in the proposed Public Access Plan (see page 1-1) and in the lS/MND

(see page 12) the POST and Sempervirens Fund are currently responsible for the

protection and management of the property, the SRL is responsible for the

monitoring and enforcement of the ConserYation Easement, and the land Trust

would be responsible for implementing the proposed San Vicente Redwoods Public

Access Plan as the Pubiic Manager,

Bt5-72 How might the project proponents attempt to lnfluence future
managers who might conskler clocing the through trails on thelr lands,

Please see response to comment-815-71.

therefore affectinc the use of the proposed proiect? Please see response to comment 815-18 with to enforcement.

B1s-73 What would be the baseline state of adjacenttrail use without the

Skyline-to'Sea proposed plan component on the Cotoni Coast Dairles
Please see response to comment 815-18 with respect to enforcement.

Bl5-74 How has the Lead Agency determined that additional use of the Skylin+' Thls comment's related to the environmental anahsls prepared by the County-

to-Sea proposed plan component on the Cotoni Coast Dairies property

would not substantively deteriorate the trails on that area?

What are the soecific th resholds of sicnlfica nce in this case?

815.75 U. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE

"2. Does the project have impacts that are individually lirnited, but

cumulatlvely considerable? ('cumulatively considerable" means that the

'lhis comment is related to the environmental analyss prepared by the County.

incremental effects of a project are considerable when viewed in
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Comrprn# Comrxnt Rgqponse

B1s-63 Does the Lead Agency rely on the policies listed in this section as

mitigations?

Thb comment is related to the environmental analysis prepared by the Oounty.

815-64 What is the baseline gwernmentfacility capacity in the service area? This comment is related to tfie erwironmental analysis preparcd by the County.

How has the Lead Agency determined that the additional recreational

use will not tequire additlonal gorc

Bf5S5 P. Recreation The comment is noted.

"Would the proiect increase the use of existing neighborhood and

regional parks or other recreational facilities such that substantial
physical deterioration of the lacility would occur or be accelerated/

{lnitialStudy, p. 89)

Bt5-66 The lnitial Study fails to mention of the Bonny Doon Ecological Reserve This comment is retated to the environmental analysis prepared by the County,

and the Coast Dairies in this

815-57 What.is the baseline state of trail use including plrysical deterioration of This comment is related to the cnvironmental analysis prepared by the County.

trails atthe Bonny Doon Ecological Reserve?
(JJ
5 815-68 Hoil has tle Lead Agency determined that additional use ofthe Bonny

Doon Ecolo8ical Reserve would not substantively deteriorate the trails
on this sensitfue and highly erosive area?

This comment is related to the environmental analysis preparcd by the County

What are the thresholds of in this case?

815{9 How have the project proponents atsured thattheir negotiatlons and Decisions on the proposed project have no binding effect on the.BLM or CotonF
plans are not 'pre-dispositional' to federal decision making processes for Coast Dairies. The proposed project is wholly wlthin privately held property and no
the Cotoni Coast Dairies property? federal lands or monies is or would be applied to the project

Please see respon:ie to comment 815-18 with respect to enfcrcement. Addkionally,
note that as described on page 8-1 of the proposed Public Access Plan, the
preparen of the PIan solicited input from egency partners and experts. For a

complete list, including the BLM and California State Parb, please see page 8-1 of
the Plan.

815-70 tlow do the proiect proponents envision allowing adjacent natural areas As described in Chapter 6, the Phasing Plan calls for Phase 3 trails, which connect to
man.gers tocont olth€ levelof us. on theirhndrwlth the tralb atlhe the cotonl{oart Dal es prcpertyto be oEened onvaftertr.lls on that pmpsrty
taguna tra.t and skyllne-to-Sea? are developed and the pmperty ls opened to the publlc The dmlng ard loEatlon of

thole tr.lk .re to be det .mlned bytfte Eunau of Lend Mana8enErt Publlc
aees'to!E!sc@

30 .rlAY 2 1. 20 I 3
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Commentil Comment Response
815-61 "Policy Access 2.3. Work with partners to ersure adequate pmvisio,n of

emergency services."

What data does the Lead Agenry rely on to establish no potential
significant impacts under this section?

This comment :s related to the bnvironmental analysis prepared by the County

The Land Trust is committed to compensating the Santa Cruz County Sheriffs
Office and the Santa Cruz County Fire Department for their effort as it relates to
this project.

Bls-62 ]low has the Lead Agency been informed of the baseline requirements
of local agencies in police or fire agency r€sponses to emergencies
associated with recre:itional trail use?

Both the Santa Cruz County Sheriff's Office anc the Santa Crir County Fire

(,(,

Department, which provide services to the project site and surrounding area have
provided lnput on the proposed Public Access Plan. As descrihed on page 8-1 of the
proposed Public Access Plah, the preparers of the Plan solicited input from agency
partne.s and experts. For a complete list, please see page 8-1.

As described in the proposed Public Access Plan on page G16, emergency seruices

include police, fire, and medical services. Emergency services will be provlded by

the Santa Cruz County Fire Department, which is managed by CAL FIRE" The Land

Trust will develop a safety and emergency menagement plan in collaboration with
CAL FIRE and the Santa Cruz County Sheriffs Office that identifies specific roles and

responsibilities. The plan wlll include but not be limited to the response strategies

identifled in Table 5-3, Emergencl Prevenlrion and Response Strategies.

Additionally, as deicribed in the proposed Public Access Plan and the lS/Mf,lD isee
page 18) safety features include, that for fire protection services, filled from a

water truck through an access manway and a 4-inch wharf hydrant would be

installed. The fire hydrant would be located a minimum 50 feet and a maximum

150 feet from the restroorn building- The water tanks would be mounted on an 8-

inch prepared and compacted subgrade. Circuiation design within the parking area
would be constructed to meet all emerlency vehicle turning iadii standards and

clear signage would mark these locations. Cameras and a standard emergency call

box would be installed and routinely monitored by the Property Manager. Cameras

would be installed at various locatisns and the emergency call box would be

mounted on the restroom building. The single-speaker ernergency call box would

have a water tight enclosure and be vandal resistanl Please see response to
comment 815-10 with respect to the proposed Public Access Plan's goals, policies,

and implementing strategies as well as the design and maintenance guidelines, and

LAr"::) riu:r a, J,;.t:t.1 aRul cotrNfy Axo rt.r.tEi{oltx5

reduce cts.
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S Comment
815-58 kind of consultation and permitting is possible or wlll be reguired The permit caordination task is assumed to be ongoing throughout the lFyear

to develop recreational trails in wetlands according to Coastal

Commission poliry?
The United States Army Corps of
a Section 4O4 Natibnwide Permi!

Engineers {USACE} must process and
the Regional Water Qualiry Control

timeline.
approve
Board (RWQCB) must ceftiry the use of the Section 404 (USACE) permit and pmcess
a Section 401 Water Ouality Certification, and the CDFW mus"t apprcve a California

815-59 How many linear feet and acres of trail or other access infrastructure,
including the proposed parking lot, will pass through Coastal Commission
("1 parametef) ESHA wetland?

Fish and Game Code Section 1602 Ateration
As described in th€ Projec.t Description of rs/MND page 34), the project
construction timeline is approximately 9 years. The precise number requested by
the commenterwould be determined atthe time of permitting. Crossing are
designed to avoid impacts to ESHAs. The IS/MND assumed that the proposed
project includes approximately422 linearfeet of trail pass through coastal Zone 1-
parameter wetlancls. Appmximetely 400 feet, or 95 percenf occurs on existing
roads where common rush (luncus potens) has become established within the
roadbed due to undcrlying soil compactaon which acts as a restrictive barrier to
water lnfiltration, thereby creating a shallow, perched water table. The
estahlishment of common rush on old roadbeds is common in redwood forest
where high levels of precipitation from fog drip, combined wir:h the restrictive layer
in the roadbed, results in relatively consistent moisiure within the top 1to 3 inches
of the roadbed that is sufficient to support common rush and other species that are
often associated with natural wetlands. However, these roadbed rush patches do
not support the functions and values of naturally occurring wetlands. The proposed
parking lot along Empire Grade Road is located outside of the coastalZone and wiJl
not impact CoastalZsne or other fAderal orstate regulated wetlands.

(,
b,J

Please see to nts 815-2 815-3.
815-60 Public Services Questions ' The comnnnt is noted.

O. PUBLIC SERVICES

"Would the projoct; Would the project result in substantial adverse
physical impacts associated with the provlsion of new or physically

altered governmental facilitlet need for new or physically altered
governmental facilities, the aonstruction of which could cause significant
environmental impacts, in order to maintain acceptable service ratios,
resporse times, or other performance objectives for any of the public

services?" (lnitial Study, p. 88).

2E MAY 21.2att
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Comment#
815-52 Education Questions

"EDUCATION 2.1 Encourage research projecB that will inform
management of public access, such as sildies that monitor

The comment is noted.

environmental of visiton on the reserves."
815-53 Why do the project proponents limit

management of public access?
the research to that which informs Scientific research is not the emphasis of this plan, is responsibilaty of

our conseruatlsn Partners. The land Trust anticipates supporting and collaborating
on research related.to public access to infdrm management.
Please see responses to comments 815-18 with respect tb enforcement and 815-
37 with respect to communiw i nput.815-54 Biological lrnpacts euestions 'l'he 

comment is noted.
"D. BIOLOGICAL RISOURCI|S; Woutd the projecr 4. tnterfere
substantially with the movement of any native resident or migratory fish
or wildlife species or migratory wildlifu corridor$, or impede the use of
nqtive wildlifu nursery sites? (lnitial Study, p.59)

815-55 The Plan (p.) notes that dog walking would have a substantive adve rse This comment is related to the environmental analysis prepared by the County.
(, effect on cougar nursery sites. The lnitial Study appearu to:ely on plan

components as mitigations without lisf ng them as such, lncluding:

"property will be closed at night providing wildlife an
opportunlty to move through public access areas"

- the adaptive management strategies of the proposed San

Please see response to comment 815-51.

The management elements noted by the commenter would further support the
movement of wildlife and are not intended. to be the sole features to mitigate
impacts to wildlife movement.

Vicente Redwoods Public Access plan

815-56 "Construction Protocol BR-1.8. Where wetlands or streams cannot be The comment is noted.
avoided, appropriate approvAls from the USACE (fior impacts to
regulated wetlands or areas below the ordinary high water mark of
regulated streams) and/or the RWQCB and the CDFW (for impacts to
regulated wetlands, riparian vegetation, or areas below the top of bank
of regulated streams) shall be secured prior to initiating work in these
areas. The measures included ln any such authorizations shall be

into the Stu
considered ESHA bythe Coastal mission? Wetlands are consldered

to comment BL5-3.

815-57 Are ESHA bythe Coastal Commission. Please see response

!.1ND IHU'' O' INNIA CiUZ COUNIY ANS PlACETgOT'i! 27
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Commeiltil Commcnt
adjacent habitat areas. As discussed in the IS/MND, mountain lions and other
native species often utilize human-use trail nctworks.

The 2.5 miles of permitted dog walking would be at the beginning of trail network,
adjacent to the staging area and Empire Grade, an arterial road wlth extensive
residential use, and would not be located near the "closed" areas, which were
designated in part to breeding and denning habitat for medium and large
mammals. Over 99
of trails where dog

of th'e property'is closed !o dog walking. Ihe 2.5 miles
is.planned are on fire roads close to Empire Grade and

the residential and agricultural properties in the vicinity. Many of
these properties have
neighborhood for dog

"l-hese fire roads have bcen used by members of the
on for many years. This location and amount of

daytime access was to be suitable by the witdlife experts that provided
technical expertise on the Public Access Plan.

As discussed on page 1-6 in Chipter 1, lntroductlon, ofthe proposed Public Access
Plan, and on page 13 of the IS/MND, the Land Trust anil the Conservation Partners
solicited guidance from experts in the fields of conservation science, public access
management biological resources, cultural reiources, and engineering. Regulatory
Agency rtaff from CDFW and the Coastal Commission were also consuhed as well
as stafffrom the University of California Santa Cruz Puma Project Through close
coordination with techlical experb, tr:ail alignmenb were refined to minimize
potential impacB to resources. For a complete description of the planning process
please see pages 14 through 1-7 of the proposed Public Access Plan, and pages 88
and 89 of the ls/MND. Furthermore, as described on page 8-1of the proposed
Publlc Access Plan, the preparers of the Plan solicited input frorn agency partners
and experts. For a cornplete lis! please see page E-l of the plan.

Please also see response to comment 16*1.

Source:
a Larson, C. i-., Reed, S. E., Merenlender, A. M., & Crooks, K, R. [2016). Effects of

Recreation on Animals Revealed as Widespread through a Global Systematic
Review. PloS one, 11(12)

(,

2a &AY 2r, e{!a
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SAN VICENTE REDWOODS INITIAL STUDY AND MIT.IGAIED NEGATIVE DECLARATION

COMMENIS AND RESPONSES T'ilENAO

.Ih81"E 1 RESPoiEE To 6MMENTS oT{ THE PRoficr MafTs oF ffE SAIrlVtcEim REDlroom PUBUC AGE$S PI.AN PM'ECT

Comment* Resmnse

t.J

What scientific evidence supportr such a claim?

How can the public understand the proposed project impacts when
there is also a contradictory statement quoted in the Study from the
Santa Cruz Puma Group "dog walking is understood to deter use of the
area by medium and large mammals for sensitive life stage activities
such as breeding and denning."

project. Please also see the response to comment 815..50 abc"ve, and comment
916.4, below.

Larson and others {2016) performed a comprehensive literature review.of the
impacts of recreation on wildlife, and found very similar rates of adverse impacts in
stud jes of hiking, biking, horseback riding and dog walking. Courtney Larson and
coauthorSarah Reed served as advisers on the proposed project.

As discussed on page 1-6 in Chapter 1, lntroduction, ofthe proposed Public Access
Plan, and on page :13 of the lS/MND, the Land Trust and the Conservation Partners
solicited guidance from experts including staff from the University of California
Santa Cruz Puma Project. Through close coordination with ter:hnical experts, trall
alignments were rufined to minimize potential impacts to resources. For a

complete description of the planning proc(:ss please see pages 1-4 through 1-7 of
the proposed Public Access Plan, and pages 88 and 89 of the IS/MND.

As discussed in Chapter 6 of the proposed Public Access Plan, on page 5-7; and in
the IS/MND on page 17, out of the 8,500-acre project site,450 acres would be
open to public access leaving approximateiy 94 percent of the proje ct site closed.
fu part of the research and education component of the proposed San Vicente
Redwoods Public Access Plan, these uses would be permitted throughout the
property on a case-by-case basis. For this closed zone, the Pubfic Access Plant
Management'team would focus management efforts on approving appropriate
research and education uses, including the University of California Santa Cruz Puma
Project, and prorenting inappropriate access and addressing any trespass.

As discussed in the lS/MND in Section lll, Environmental Analysis, under the
subtopic of Biologi:al Resources in criterion ll4, impacts to wildlife movement
corridors werc found to be leis than significant and no rnitigation is required. White
the project slte is recognized as an important wildlife movement corridor, the
proposed trail system and staging area wo.lld not interfere substantially with the
movement of the rnountain lions or other native species. The locatlon of the public
access areas and the closed areas were selected specifically to prwide large areas
of core habitat and provide large closed areas around mountain lion dennlng areas

mountain lion breeding and connectivity to

tAND TRUi O' SANIA CRU: COJI'TY.iND ?tACEIiCITS

that would minlmine impacts to

25
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TABIE 1 RESFOT,ISE TD OOTVIMEI{I5 ot,I TI{E PnCIrmr MERtrs oF ilE SAil vtcEinE REDvlpoffi nJrucAffi$ punr pnolncr

Comment# C.ommnt Response

\Ja

Sources:
. And€rson, D. H., l.ime, D. W., & Wang, T. L. (1gg8). Maintaining the quality of park

resources and visitor e,(perieoces. A Handbook for Managers, university of Minnesota.
135 p.

" Belnap, J., Frelmund, W.A.. Hammet! J., Harris, J., Hof, M., Johnson, G., Lime, D.W.,
Manning R.E., Mccool, S.F., Reet M. {1997). VERP. The Visitor Experience and Resource
Protection Framework. A Handbook for planners and Managers. I'lat'lonal park servioe,
Denver CO. 103 p.

r Landres, P., Stufzman, 5., Vaglas, W,, Cook. C., Mills, C., Devine, T.. Dingman, S., Lindholm,
A.,Stuebe, M., Memory M. and Scott, R. (2014). Keeping it trrild in the National park

Service: A user guide to integrating wildcrness character into parL planning
management, ancl monitoring.

' Manning, R. (2m1). Programs that work. virltor experience and resource protectionr a
framework for managing the carrying capaclty of National parks. Joumal of park and
recreation administration, 19(1), 93-108,

' National Park SeMce 2006. Mtitor Experience and Resource Protection, Fonnal and Social
frail Assessmen6 for the Tuolumne Meadows Area, Fall 2006.

q Stankey, G.H., D.N. Cole, R.C. Lucas, M.E. Petersen, and S.S. Frissell, 19g5. The Limits of
Acceptable change (tAC) System for wildarness planninB. General rechniial Report INT-
176. U.S, Forest S*Mce, lntermountain Forest and Range Experiment Staflon, Ogden, UT,

Additionally, the proposed Public Access Plan idenflfies that the Land rrust will
develop and implement a Trail Maintenance Plan. A trail maintenance system will
be developed by the ManagementTeam and.reviewed by the Leadership and
overs'6ht Teams. l'rail Maintenaice Plan would minimize impacts to sensitive
vegetation from use of the trail network, the trail maintenance system includes an
annual monitoring program aimed at identifuing maintenance issues (e.g., emsion)
and other problems (e.9., nuisance trash areas or other impacts from trail users).
The trail maintenance syst€m would include specific methods for routinely
documenting and implementing the necessary maintenance by the public Access
Manager.

815-51 "These four uses also have been found to have similar impacts on
wildlife."
How has the Lead Agency determined that these trail uses have

This comment is related to the environmental analysis prepared by the County.
However, we provide discussion here because the protection of biodivenity and
wildlife are central to the Land Trust's mlssion, and to the development of the

24

com eftcts on wildlife disturbance

IrlAY 2'1,101,
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SAN YICENTE REDWOODS INITIAL STUDY AND MITIGATED NEGATIV E DECTAR^TION

COII,IMENTS AND RES?ONSES MITI,TO

Tlsul REporGETo ONflEPROJECTMERMOTNT SAI.I \4CE$TE RPIICOOS PUSTJCAOCES PI.AN PrcJ&T

Comment#

and management concerns. Management cf trails, visitor activities and will
be coordinated with CDFW to be consistent with managcment of the Bonny Doon
Ecologkal Reserve. The Consewation Partners will allocate resources to assist with
patrol, maintenance and volunteer coordination, as discussed in Chapter E of the
Public Access Plan. As a result of l.and Trust involvement the resources available
for manasement will be increased.81545 What levelof environmental review has CDFW undertaken in order to please see response to comment 815-44 with respect to expert consultaticn early

allow the current trail access, which would be less than the additional in the process.
roposed access?

815-45 Howdoes CDFW have the authority to permit,uses for the next 10 years Please see response to comment st}{4 with respect to expert consultation early
in the process.on an Ecological Reserve without an management olan ?

815-47 Hai the Coastal Commission previously communicated to CDFW about please see responses to comments 815-4 and 815-44 with respect to expert
vilitor use at ttie Ecological Reserve in the absence of an approved consultation early in the process.

plan?

81s48 Would the target group for the laguna Parcel trail - recreationat trail
users - be impacting Environmentally Sensitive Habitat Areas at the
Bonny Doon Ecological Reserye?

The proposed connector trail would not impact the Bonny.Doon Ecological Reserve

I'J{ during construction.'fhe proposed trail would be adlacent to the Reserve and
would conncct to the existing trails in the Reservg The informal trall that the
proposed'project would improve is already used by trail users at the Bonrry Doon

Reserve.
81549 How is the trail systern at the Ecologcal fieserve, and, by extension into Please see responses to 815-5 with respect to use of the trails and

the Lrguna Parcel, an interpretive trail versus a recreational trail? 81544 with respert to expert conslltation early in the process.
81.5-50 Alternatives Analysis Questions

Allowed Uses;

"Hiking, Bike Riding, Horceback Riding, and Dog Walking: These uses
resuh in similar effects in regard to trail erosion, in that trail design and
maintenence have a gr€ater effect on erosion than the type of use."
(lnitialstudy, p. 16)

How has the Lead Agency determined that these.trail uses have
comparable effects on trail erosion potentiat?

What scientlfic evidence supporB such a claim?

Hiking, bike riding, horseback riding, and dog walking are all types of "low-impdcf
recreational actives. Lorn-impact recreational uses does not include any motorized
uses such as off-road vehicles such as dirt bikes or four-wheelers. Low{mpact
recreational uses are commonly defined as interpretive history and nature
traili, wildlife viewing, bird watching, horseback riding, and rncuntain biking.

This assertion is supported by the Visitor Experience and Rescurce protection
(VERP) Framework of the National Park Service (Belnap et al 1991 Anderson et al
1998, Manning 2fi11, Landres et al 2.014), which was lnfluenced by earlier work fu
the US Forest Servire {Stankc.rf 1985). Current National Park Scrvice policy (National
Park Service 2005) direcls slperintendents to use Belnap et al (1997) in evaluating
the visitoi impacts.

IAND IRLttl Ot s:NtA cRUI CoUNIy tiit itACE!tO;(tit 23
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TI,BU 1 RESP0ISE TO COMMEI{TS of{ THE PnOJECT MERrrs oF lHE SA}I VrcE]'TrE REDtTooE PIJBUC AffESSPUil PM'ECT

What socio-economic demographic is most likely to be served by such a
priorhT?

B1_542

How was this
l.low was it determined that a Skyinp.to-Sea Trail corridor should be a
priority for the property?

What percentage of recreational needs will be met bythis priority?

How was this determined?

What soclo-economic demographic is most likely to be served by such a
priority?

How was this determined?

Please see responsf to comment Bl5-41.

81543 "Trail planning for the Laguna tract has been conducted in coordination The comment is noted,
b.J
o\ with

81544 Has the CDFW approved through trail use by the project proponents? No formal approvals (i.e ., permiB) have been issued. As described on page 1{ of
the Public Accass Plan, site yisits ryere conducted with represe ntatives from the
County of Santa Cruz and the CDFW, and the proposed project was presented to
california coastal commission. As described on page 4-11 of the proposed public
Access Plan, the Laguna Tract trail is an existing trail that is to be improved with
minor reroutes to reduce potentialfor erosion. The Land Trust planned the trail
improvements in coordination with GDFW staff. The tand Trust is complying wlth
all Department requests and procedures in relation to the mnnections between
the trails, and communicates regularly with cDFW staff in relation to this project.
CDFW staff have requested collaboration in reserve management, dtd the Land
Trust is willing to support that work. The Land Trust has a major initiative
associated with conservatlon of biodiversity in the santa cruz sandhills, and is well
suited to provide such assistance. Also, as described on pege 2-1 ofthe proposed
PublicAccess Plan, potential connectivity between CDFW's Bonny Doon Ecclogical
Reserve and san Vicente Redwoods: Laguna rract is relatively unconstrained as
existing, informal trail connections are already present betrireen these properties.
Given that formaliaation of this trail connection is a component of the proposed

be necessary to address access

22

PilblicAccess Plan, coordination with CDFW will still

ill,1Y rl 20rt
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SAN VICENTE REDWOODS INIIIAL S]UDY AND MITIGATED NEGA]IVE DECTARATION

COMIT'IENT$ AND RESPONSES ATEMO

TIBU 1 RESPO].ISE TO @MMEIiII5 ff{ THE PROECT MSR'ISOFTTIESAnl VICEiIIE REDN'rcOE PUBUCAGESS PIAN PNOJECT

Comment# Crmment

Our community outreech spanned six yearc
community members. We considered all of

over 100 meetings with
in daveloping the planthe feedback

and generated seVeral rounds of revisions. Outreach included meeting with nearby
residents, includingthe commenter, on severaloccasions. We also metwith the
Davenport North Coast Association board, which included a designated
representative from the commente/s residential association, on several additional
occasions.

815-35 Why did the Plan authors spend so much time and money on public The Land Trust of Santa Cruz County is icated to the community and natural

B15-37
and ent?

ln what ways did feedback from the communilty meetings affect the
content and direction ofthe Plan?

rescurces of
A and thoughtful process was put into the development of the Draft Public
Access Plan. This is described in Chapter 1, lntroduction, starting on page l;tr and
continuing through page 8 of the Draft Public Access Plan. A summary of the
planning process and alternatives considered was also pmvided in the IS/MND on
pases 13 throueh :t7.

N)
Ut

815€8 Why wasn't inputfrom the other extensive public outreach and lnput from all outreach efforts was considered. lt is important to note that not
every suggestion and idea expressed during the outreach and planning process was
implemented in the Plan. The proposed Public Access Plan represents the opinions

engagement activities used to rarise the Plan?

and ideas of manv Please see response to comment 815-35,
815-39 How did tho Plan authors apply socialscience tools to analyze and Assuming the aomrnenter understands "social science tools' to mean "surveys,

interviews, focus groups, field observations, experimentation, existing data, and the
like" the use of these methods is well documented in the Draft Public Access Plan

summarize the public input into the planning process?

and lS/MND, Please see response to comment 815-35.
815-40 Trail Planning Questions

"RECREATION 4.1 Deslgnate a Skyline.tosea Trail corridor through 5an
Vicente Redwoods, extending from Empire Grade to the Cotoni{oast
Dairies

The comment is noted

The planning procerss is in both the proposed Public Access Plan at pages

14 and 1{ in the t chapter and summarized in the IS/MN D at pages 13
through 17 in Section ll, nd lnformation. The level of information
requested by the com is not available. nor does it have arry bearing on the
approvalof the ls/MND or
to comments 815-18 with
input

proposed PubltAccess Plan. Please see responses
pect to enforcement and 815-3'7 and community

81541 Questions
How was it determined that tegional trail connections are a priority for
the property?

What percentage of recreational needs will be rnet by this priority?

How was this determined?

laNo It(UsI oi' S:rl.liA cRlrT COIt{lY ANB Itl.a!itORt.: 2l
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COANMENTS AND RESPONSES IIIEMO, 1AND TRUST OF SANTA CRUZ COUNTY

TAETE 1 RESPOT{SE IO COilIMENIS ON THE PNO'ECT M BITS OF TI.IE SAN VICEilTE

Crmrnentfi
815-31 Why was the level of public access not included in the CEQA project

purp.?se statement?

PuucArssPtct\t

Th's topic is addressed in project description is included in the IS/MND on
pages 12 through 21. The tbxt under tfie subheading "Overview and Statemenf is
brief introduction to the remainder of the project description on the following nine
pages, which provlde a detailed description of the proposed public access features.

815-32 How does the project proponent distinguhh between public access and
private access uses ofthe property?

Private access uses would not be open to the general public. As described on page
5-2 of the Draft Public Access Plan, research is not considereci a type of public
access but is discursed in this chapter because public access features have the
potential to support researf,h uses. Research uses may include a variety of project
types ranging fram short- to long-term prcjects; private projects to student or class
projects; and site-hased to landscape scale studies. San Wcente Redwoods provides
ample opportunities for both natural and social science studies, as well as for
research that extends across multiple protected open space areas. Research may
be conducted within restoration, conservation reserves, or the workingforest,
pending a permit as discussed under Permit Sptem, below, and in Chapter E,

lmplementing the Plan. Research and higher education uses are not considered

b.)5
blic access.

815-33 Howdoesthe project proponent foresee the ratio of public access Please see response to comment 815-18 with respect to enfcrcemenl
versus private access uses of the prcperty over the course of the lO-year

timeframe?
815-34 To what extent have public entlties or private funding agencies Please see risponse to comment 815-18 with respect to enfc.rcement.

mandated public access as part of their funding obligations?
lf so, to what extent have these furding obligations informed the project
purpose?

815-35 Public Outreach and Eryagement Questions The commenter appears to anterpret a staiement that is specific to the September
Extensive activities are outlined in the Plan and lnitial Study including the 2014 communlty meeting that describes that input given at that meeting was
types of attendees, but not the issues raised. Of the many actlviti€s, the incorporated into the Draft Public Access Plan, as the only input comidered for
document states that only the input from thc community meetings was drafting the proposed Plan (see page 1-8).

used to revise the Plan' 
rt is more accurate to interpret the whore of the description of the planning process
that is summarized in Chapter 1", lntroduction, starting on page L-4 and continuing
through page 1-8 ofthe Draft Public Access Plan as the methodology for preparing
the Draft Public Access Plan. Additionally, the planning process and alternatives
considered is provided in the IS/MND on pages 13 through 17.

20 ,'.i.tY 1t. 201 I
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c AND RESPONSES MEMO

IABTE 1 RES9O].[ETo &Ivn4ENIs oN THE PROECT MERIIS OF ]HE SAN VEEI{IE IIEDVIOO$ PUBIJCAGES' R.AI{ PM'ECT

Commnt
"requiremenf a public access are both appropriate to describe the

815-24 ln what ways has legal counsel determined that it ls
the owners provide public actess on the property?

and the Public Access Plan with to access.
Please see response to comment 815-23. The details for how the Conservation
Easement and the associated Conservation Values were determined have no
bearlng on the appranal of the IS/MND or the proposed Public Access Plan, Please

a requirement

see respo nse to comment 815-18 with respect to enforcement.
815-25 How does the cited easement language giving the property owner the

'right to allow public access' correlate with the requirement for public
access?

Please see response to comment 815-23.

B1s-76 Hoy!, important $ras it to the Lead Agency re,view that the conseruation
ea$ement may require versus allow public access?

Please see response to comm€nt 815-23. I'he description of the Conservation
Easement is intended to help the public and the decision-ma king bodies
understand the bar:kground effort that was considered for developing the
proposed Public Access Plan.

875j1'l What communications from the Easement holders including their legal Please see response to comment 815-23. The details for how the Conservation
Easement and the associated Conservation Values were determined have no
bearing on the approval of the IS/MND or the proposed Public Access Plan. Please

counsel(s) indicate the degree to which public access must be allowed?
\J(,

see response to comment Bl,5-i18 with respect to enforcemenl
815.28 "The Public Access Plan includes a Recreational Access Plan and a The comrnent is noted.

Research:nd Education Access Plan, though the focus ofthe public

Access Plan is recreational access and regional trail connections. While
all research and educat'ronalactivlties are not necessarily open to thc
public, they are included as part of the Public Access ptan because of the
education potential and because research and education will be
supported by the same trails and access features required for
recreational access. Research access will be managed by the owners,
while and special use will be managed bv the Land Trust."

315-29 Thc lnitial Study says "The purpose ofthe proposed San Vicente The comment is noted.
Redwoods Public Access Plan is to identify the short-and long.term vision
and tools to initlate and maintain public access for at lgast 10 years."
(lnitia Studv 721

815-30 How was the level of public access determined? The type of public access is directly related to the implementation of the
Conservation Values of the Conservation Easement Please see response to

in the process.

LtN)) it'rSI C: s,r,NT..]. cRUZ couHty J,:iF ?t".\CEWORt S

comment 815{ with to exoert consultation

1t
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TABUl RESPoI{SETOCOMMEI{ISO}IT}IEPNOIETMERIISOFIHESEI{UCH{TERED!}oo6PuBUcAccEsIiPIAI\IFR[xff

Comment# Comment Respome
prosecution. No separate contracts or agreemenB with the District Attorney is
anticipated.

,Please see response to comment Bfs-18 with res pect to enforcement.
815-20 What evidence does the Lead Agency or project Proponents cite for the

ratio of trail users who abide by restrictions versus those who do not in
natural areas in the region?

On trails managed by the Land Trust, described above in About the Land Trus!.we
obcerve very few lssues associated with visitors not following rules. The vast
majority of trail visitors to Land Trust properties are rule abiding. Some publicly
managed properties in the region have suhstantial problems associated with
unauthorized camping and dumping, and unauthorized trail construction and
associated erosion and damage to vegetation. The Land'Irust attributes the
diffurence to our comm to frequent monitoring and maintenance, and to

success bui the com
815-21 What level of effort do the Proiect Proponents believe will be necessary Please see respon$e to ent 815-18 with respectto enfcrcemenl

8L5"27

to control use to trails?
How will the public access the statistics related to enforcement activities
on the propefi?

Please see responses to comments 815-18 with respect to reporting and
enforcement.

Once the pro.iect is app.roved, it will be a private recreational use area subject to
regulatory compliarlce for construction and operation. The Sheriffs Office will
manage enforcement'reporting and public access to records in a manner consistent

t.)
t.J

815-23 Conservation Easement-Project Purpose questions

The document informs the'public of seemingly contradictory directions
of the conservation dasement; "...allowing for pubtic access is a

requirement of the Conservation Easement that protects the property."
(Plan, p. L-3; lnitial Study p. 12) versus The Conservation Easement
gives the SRL the right to allow public access. (p. 1-5)"

with office
As stated in the Public Aceess Plan on page 1-5, the gen,:ral purSiose of the
C.ongervatlon Easement, executed December 2014, is to preserve and protect in
perp€hrity the naturaf ecological, habitat, scenig open space, and forestry
resources located on the property, including management and maintenance by the
Grantor (POST and Sempervirens Eund) and the Granto/s successors. The
Conservation Easement gives the SRl. the right to allow public access. The
conservation Easement identifies seven conservation values and explains the role
San Vicente Redwoods plays in prwiding each value. These are summarized in
Chapter 2. The full text ofthe Conservation Vaiues is provided in Appendix 1

{Conservation Valuqs} of the Draft Public Access Plan. As described in the
Conservation Value *7, PuUic Recreation, tducation, and Scientiflc Study, describes
the opportunities fior public access on the site. 6iven the conrervation values are
to be upheld as part of complying with the Conservation Easement, the two terms

r8 -r,1Af :1 1. 2ell
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COi,IMENTS AND RESPONSES TtiEmO

Tlsu 1 RESP0NSE ro coMMEt{IS onrnr Pnorucr MERm oFTUE SAN VIcEirrE REI,',IIooE PUBUCAEES' PI.AN PnoEcI

Commerrt

see General Responses to Comments er'subsqction "About the
land Trust of Santa Crur County," which describes Land 'l'rust experience managing

815-16 To what extent are the Project proponents dedicated to legal
enforcement of the recreational use policies associated with the pbn?

access.

The proposed Public Access Plan (page G3) details roles and responsibilities

815-17 What speciflc County,.State, or Federal laws/regulations/codes would As private pmperty, laws related to trespa$s apply..According to Craig Wilson, the
Undershertffforsanta cruz county, the sheriffs office will enforce state laws and
applicable county ordinances on the San Vicente properties. Deputies will also
enforce the formal rules, regulaticns ald restrictions as developed and adopted by
the owners of the:ian Vicente properti€s, which *ill be posted at the primary
public access poinL

The proposed construction and operation of the proposed public Access plan would
be required to ccmply with all the existing and applicable federal,State, and local
regulations. The County, acting as the Lead Agency, would be responsible for
overseeing the enfcrce*ent of the applicable regulations.

Additionalty, as deicribed in the IS/MND {see page 88) and the proposed public
Access Plan {see page 3-2), Goal 2, Manage Risk and Safety, states the Conservation
Partners' would provide patrol, monitoring, security, and signage for public safety

the Project Proponents.use to enforce use restrictions on the property?

t..)

and protection of resources.
815-18 To what exbnt are law enforcement personnel dedicated to assuring Please see General Responses to Comments under subsection "Enforcement."

prosecution of those laws?

According to Craig Wilson, the Undersheriff for Santa Cruz Co'Jnty, the Sheriff's
Office intends to prwide law enforcement and public safety services on the San
Vice nte properties as provided by contractwith the Land Trust.

Please see respsnses to csmments 315-15 and 815-17 for a discussion on illegal
acUvities and ptans for managing risk and safety, respectively.

815-19 To what e)dent is the District Attome/s offlce dedirated to assuring According to Cnig WilsoO the Undersheriff fsr Santa Cruz County, the District
prosecution of those laws? cases from law enforcement and evaluates lhose cases for

t.{a:a tRurT or jril,T{ c:,u; coilNIy Al.tD rrAc[worf,:

Attornev

t7

implementing the proposed Plan. Specifically,
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COMMENTS AND RESPONSES trltEMO, LAND TRUST OF SANTA CRUZ COUNIY

TAST.E 1 RESPOT'ISETO COIT,II,IENTS ON Nfi PRo|ECT MERffS OF THE SAN VICEiTTE REI,VVUOE PUBUC AreSPIANPrcJECT

Comment
environmental review and approval? Which 6uidelines are oniitted from
the Plan in the lnitial and

815-11 To what degree does the lnitial Study rely on the management This comment i.s related to lhe enyironmental analysis prepared by the County.
strategies" (lnitial Study, p. 58) included in the Access Plan in order to
determine that a CEQA Mitigated Negetive Declaration is sufficient for
environmental review and approval? Which specific strategies from the

815-12

Plan are tn lnitial and
How will the public be informed about the implementation and
monitoring of all of the mitiption measures that made it possibh to rely
on a Mitigated Negative Declaration process/approval, lncluding success
ofthe adaptive management strategies, construction protocols and trail
maintenance ?

This comment is related to the environmental analysis prepared by the County.

B15-13 Will the Lead Agerlcy require regular reporting? This comment is related to the environmental analysis prepared by the County.

b.J

lf so, in the absence of quantitative thresholds to monitor, how will the
project proponent know what must be included in those reports?

Why has the public not been informed about these reporting

B1s-14

review t?

Enforcement Questions
The Plan and Initial Study seem to rely on policies and regulations with

This comment is related to thc environmental analysis prepared by the County

some education and signage to reduce the impacts of the extensive new Please see General Responses to Comments under subsection "Enforcement."
recreational uses ofthis property. And yef there is no clear dedication
to enforcernent mentioned. The Land Trust recognizes that.enforcement has a key role in helping to prevent

unlawful issues and as a result, developed a partnership with;he Santa Cruz County
Sheriffs Office {County Sherifft to ensure that together there is the capacity for
enforcement.

With respect to the commente/s opinion regarding extensive new recreational
uses of the property, as described in the IS/MND (see page ti) most of the
property (approxinrately 94 percent) would be closed to public access, which leaves
6 percent of the site for future recreational uses.

16

uses such as with this

Please see response to comment 815-14 above.

lltay t't . 20I t

815"15 What evidence does the lead Agency cite to support that non-

enforcement-based approaches work to deter uninvited recreational
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Response
815-5 What aspects of recreational trail use are permissible in ESHA? As stated on page ,!4 of the lSlMND, the proposed project does not conflict with

arry regulations or policies adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an
environmental eftCIct. An "ESHff is an "environmehtally sensitive habitat area" as

defined underthe Califomja CoastalAct of 1976 (CoastalAct). The CoastalAct's
structure contemplates that ESHA determinations are made ty a local government
when adopting or amending its Local Coastal Plan (LCP). As shown on Figure 1of
the IS/MND {see page 3), the project site is in the Santo Cruz County Generol Plon
ond Locol Coastol l,lon's Sonny Doon Planning Area. The l-CP regulates
development and other activities within and adjacent to Environmentally Sensitive
Habitats and defines required buffers orsetback from such habitats. The LCP

defines allowed uses within Environmentally Sensitive Habitats and their buffers
and specificalty identlfles "non-motorized recreation and pedestrian trails" as an
allowed use compatible with riparian habitat.

see comments 815-2 and 815-3.
Please see response to
recognizes interpretive

nt 815-5. The proposed Publlc Access Plan
to be a recreational use

The comrnant is noted

them from
\o

815-5 To what degree rnust trails be redesigned to
recreational to interpretive trails to meet the requirements of trall
d ESHA?

815-7 Mltigation Mcasures and Public Reporting Questions
The apprwal process relies on a CECU\ process of Mitigated Negative
Declaration, requiring mitigation measures to be enacted and ongoing
monitoring and maintenance to rcduce certain impacts to below certain
thresholds.

815.8 What are the specific baseline versus thresholds of significance for the This comment is related to the
all of the potential impacts that require mitigation to brlng the proposed

I anaty.sb prepared by the County

to a level "less than
815-9 To what degree does the tnltial Study rely on the 'Construction This comment is related to the environmental analysis prepared by the County

Protocols" (Plan, p. 7-25) included in the Access Plan in order to
determine that a CEOA Mifgated Negatlve Declaration is sufficient for
environmental revlew and approval? Which Protomls are omitted from
the Plan in the lnitial and

81.5-10 To what degree does the tnitialstudy rely on the Maintenance This comment is related to the environmental analysls prepared by the County
Guidelines" (Plan, p. 7-38) included in the Access Plan in order to
determine that a CEOA Negative Declantion is sufficient for

l. ttrD:nrrs? cl iixr.r cBuz coi::,i ,y.AND plAc(t!..otL5 I5
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TABTE 1 RESPONETO ON THE PROJECT MERIIS OTTHE SAN VICEHTE REDITOOE PUBUC ACCESS PI.AN PNO'ECT

parking and staging area
Coastal Zone.

Empire rade Road are located outside ofthe

815-3

The goals, policies, and implementing strategies as well as the design and
maintenance guidellnes, and construction protocols identifiecl ln the proposed
PublicAccess Plan and as Mitigation Measures in the IS/MND were prepared to
reduce environmental irnpacts, including impacts to ESHAs. Additionally, please see

Iqsfgl1g_lq rqqment 815-5 for additional discussion on allo,rred uses in the ESHA.

815"4 Hd, har the ploject proponeltaonsultedwiththe Coastal Commission As dtcU*ed m page t-e m Chaptert, tntroduction, of thipffisea eutficlccrs
about RtiA concerns? Plnn, and on pag! 1:} of the wtr, ND, the Lind Trust a nd the Conseryatlon pertn€E

sollutEd guldanc€ from €xp€rts in the fhld! of conseNatron sci€nc., pubtk acceEs

maoaSenenl blologlcal rEsources, culturcl re6ounas, and €n8ld€rin& ReEulatory
Agenry staff fmm CDFW and th. Coastal Commlsslon welt €lso consulrld 6 well
as itaff from th€ U nlt/€rsity of C€lihrnla Santa Cruz Puma ProlecL Throu8h dose
cEordln tlon wlth techniil experE trEll allsnmenE wer. rrfin.d to minim-rre
potelrtlal lm pacts to r€sour.€s. For a compl€te deEcrlption sf ths planning pro.els

. d€ese see p.Ies 14 ihmugh 1-7 of th. prorosed Publtc A.rEss Plan, and page6 88
and 89 of the tyt tND. Funhrrynor€, ss described on paiE 8-1 of the propced
Publlc Acess Phn, the prepo.ers oftfie P lan soltclted hput from aSEncy partners

. and erperts. For a mm plete lisL pl€asa see page 8-1 of the Plan.

What portion of propcsed rccreationaltrail use would take place in
Environmentally Sensitive Habitat Areas (ESHA), which are protected bV

Coastal Commissbn policy?

Approximately 4,4 miles of trail octur within ESHAs defined by the Santa Cruz
County LCP, including oak woodland, occurrences of rare plants (prlmarily
Anderson's rnanzanita), streams, riparian habitat, wetlands (including both federal
3-parameter wetlands and Coastal Zone l-parameter wetlancls).'Ihe proposed trail
would not pass through any other ESHAs. Of the 4.4 mites of the propoced trailthat
would go through ESHAs, 0.54 miles occuR in riparian habitat (including 0.33 miles
on existing roads) and 4.01 miles occur in oak woodland (including 1.72 rniles on
existing roads). Note that these numbers include some overlap (e.g., some oak
woodland also falls within the County's defineC riparian zones). Of the 4.4 miles of
the proposed trail within ESHAs, approximately 1.85 miles, or 42 percent, occur on
existing mads that pass through ESHAs. Most EHSAs are afforded a l00-foot
setback. The proposed project includas an additional 5.08 miles of trail that would
pass through one or more ESHA buffers, with approximately 2.57 of those miles, oi
53 percent, occurnnS on existing roads.

@

rt mAY 2 1, e0 t,
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SAN YICENTE XEDWOODS INI'TIAt STUDT AND MITIGAIED NEGATIVE DECLARAlION

COTTAMENTS AND RESPONSES METI/IO

TISU 1 RESPONETO COMMEilIS OirlHE PMJECTMEnIIs OF lHE SAIT VTEilTE REDI'I'OODS PUBUCAEESS PIAN PROECT

Commentf Comment Respoma

813 Joln Erqell

813-1 As a long-time member of Sepervirens Fund, I itrongly support the trail 'l-his comment'rs noted.
olan forthe San Vrcente Redwoods oreserue.

814 HenryMllbteln

814-1 As a person who frequently hikes in Santa Cruz County, I wish to express
my support for the plan for trails in San Vincente Redwoods by the Land
Trust of Santa Clara County. I believe that public access to this area is
essential to maintaining support for it as public open space. I hope that

This comment is noted.

you will support this project going forward.

Bl5 GrcyHaps

815-1 Attached, please find my commenB regarding the San Vlcente
Redwoods Public Access Plan and accompanying tnitial Study/Mitlgated
Negative Dec.

This comment serves as an introduction to the commen: letter.

As shown in Attachment 5, Resource Assessment, of the IS/MND the
location ofthe project to the Coastal Zone is shown on Figure 2 the
Biological Resources The project includes approxirnately 35 miles of

of trail within the Coastal 7.one. The

-t
lsubmitthese comrnents as a private citizen, an ecologist, and as one
who has extensive familiarity with the biological and socla! communities
in the region surrounding the proposed project.

I am also a ne'tghbor and a sometimes collaborator wifh the project
proponents. ln these regards, I have the highest esteem fcr the integrity
and neighborliness of the individuals Involved. lhope that the comments
are received with this in mind - that I have long worked to improve the
science, plannlng analysis, and public participation in natural areas
management a subject that I teach.at the University and have
researched as a professional scientist.

I hope that the County and the Project Proponents make some efforts to
what has been tn to comments.

CoastalAct Questions
What portion of the proposed project is in the State-designated Coastal
Zone?

815-2

lAlrD riusr (), JANrA srul cou{lfy Ai.tF ?tAc!wotr..s

59 or

t3
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COT'IMENIS AND RESPONSES MEMO, IAND TRUSI OT SANIA CRUZ COUNTY

Trru 1 RESPONETo OoMMEirNi ON THE PFOKa MERTIS oFTHE SAN Vrcrrrrr Ro\,looDs PugUcAffi PIAN PROJmT

Comment# ComnEnt

88 RandallKlrschman

B8-1 I am in favor of whatever promotes natural environments in age of 'fhis comrnent is noted
endless traffic and obsession.

89 AnllGangotr

B9-1 I am wrhing to register my support for the plan, submitted by the land
Trustof Santa Cruz County,forapproximately 38 miles of trailsthrotrgh
San Vicente Redwoods. These trails will provide access for residents of
Santa Cruz and neighboring counties to this beautiful preserve while
taking the proper caution and care to mitigate impacts to it. Providing
access is important because it allows the population to develop an

appreciation for the land and to underctand the value of public and
donor lnvestment to preserve it.

Thls comment is noted

810 Ri*ard Rarnmer

810-1 I reviewed the trails plan submitted for the San V'icente Redwoods. I like This comrnent is noted.
the overall layofi and the fact that the trails should reduce incursions
into other areas. I hope it gets approval as I plan to help build the trails
whenever time permits me to volunteer. I strongly favor preservation of
our remaining Redwood habitat along our beautiful Northern California
coast.

o\

811 Vlrylnla teslie

811-1 One of Santa Cruz County's biggest assets is its access to nature. Many This comment is noted.
people visit for a chance to spend time in the redwoods or at the coast.'

Letting the Land 1'rust of Santa Cruz County save a stretch of the San

Vicente Redwoods and make it accessible to the public would add to the
natural riches of the county

gO Ben'Mar[n

812-1 I support the proposal prepared by the Land trust of Santa Cruz County, This comment is noted.
in conjunction with the Sempervirens Fund, to construct 38 miles of

San

,!tAY i1. 20',I t

Response

12
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SAN VICENTE REDWOODS INITIAT STUDY AN D ITIGATED NTGATIVE DECIAR 1l oN

TABIE 1 RSSPO].EETO CONN,IENTs OT,I T}IE PNo|ECT MERITS OrTHE SAN UCTT{TE REuilooDS PUBrc AmEs PLAN

Comment
such a small perf,ientage of the trail netwo*.
mountain bikers in Santa Cruz are supported by a very lucrailva industry
that is willing to sink big dollarc ir*o making sure thit every trail in Santa
Cruz County is accessible,- whereas usdogwalkers don't have that kind
of big buck lobby ba'cking us ... we Just want to have nice places to walk
our dogs. I have heard the excuse that the Land Trust is worried abeut
the impact on the rnountain lions, but in my experiencg the impact of
mountain bikes on the environment hr exceeds that of dogrrrralkers.

rtately, the Please see also the respons to comment 815-50 below.

Redwoods. I

B:l Jamec Feidrd

me.

B$1 lfully suPPort public access, but believe some of the trail system should 'l'his comment 's noted. We anticipate that equestrian use of
be designated for hiking only (no horses, bikes, o: dogs).

property will be
relatively light and that many of the hike/horceback trails will provide a hiking.only
experience most of the time.

UI

84-L

85

Please preserve the San Vicente Redwoodst This comment is noted.

JayneCemy

BF1 Please preserve the beauty of the San Vicente Redwoods and create this This comment is noted.
preserve for .the public to appreciate them.

B5 Marceltvbran

B6-1 My namb is Marcel Moran, I am a Bay Area resident, and avid hiker in
the Santa Cruz Mountains. I am writing to endorse the plan submttted by
the Land Trust of Santa Cruz County fior 38 miles of trails in the San
Vicente Redwoods. Th's new pa* will be a wonderful addition to the

This comment is noted,

redwood forests of the county, and I cannot wait to visit them as a hikerl

97 Krlstln Wornack

87-7 I strongly support the plan for 38 miles of trails put fonllrard ry the Trust
for Public Land of Santa Cruz County in tle San Vicente Redwoods
Preservel

This comment is noted.

IAND IRUrT OF $Alll:A C*UA C0ilt*ry,qNa f t{ctyrroil\s t't

corili,lFNTs AND RESPONSES TtilEmO

I wish I could be more exbited about your plans for San Vicente

84 BobSdtldgen
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COMIAENTS AND RESPONSES MEMO, IAND IRUST OF SANTA CRUZ COUNTY

TAEI.EI RESDoNSE PNOIKT MERTS OFTHE SAN VICET'ITE REI'VUIOODS RTSUC Affi PL{N PRO'ECr

Comment#

Portable Construction Hquipment: - lf portable construction equipment,
such as dredges and air compressors, are to be used during this project,
please centact the Air District at {831) 647-94l1tor p€rmltflng
information.

A.3 Tree Removal: The proposed site preparation would result in the
removal of 15 existing native and 40 non-native trees. During the tree
removal procest if the trees are disposed of via wood chipping, please
make sure to contact the Air District's Engineering Division at (83L) 647-
9411 to discuss if a Portable Registration is necessary for the wood

for this

XL Susan Maeon, Bonny lloon Flre and Rescue

A2-1 It is important to re-open the escape access from the Warren Drive loop
out to the reserve. This was open for years and only recently has been
allowed to ov€rgrow. Last year, when there was a structure fire on
Wanen Drive, a piece of equipment responding to the fire tried to
access through that route. lt is important both as escape for residents
and as access to medical and fire emergencies in the hiking tract.

The Land Trust will ensute and adequate access for emergency vehicles on the

5

project property. However, the re-opening of the escape access to Warren Drive
out of the reserve is not with the jurisdiction of the land Trust. The road segment
refered to in this comment is not on the project property, but on the adjacent
Bonny goon Ecoiogical Reserve, which is owned by the CDFW. The Land i"rust has
communicated this information with Captain Mason a nd has forwarded her
rqquest to CDFW.

Pilva E lndvlda b a rd Aga tfu tltts

B1 Joel$hberg
B1-1 The San Vicente Redwoods multiuse trail system will be a wonderful

addition to our Santa Cruz outdoor experience. The more people are
exposed to the beautiful Santa Cruz environmeit, the more they will
work to protect it. I encourage you to work with the Santa Cruz

This comment is noted.

Landtrust to

82 Donna Karoldril

this

B2-7 I cringed when I opened up your wbbpage re: Trails hpact on Nature:

"l"ess than Significant". lt shows a pacture of a big pack of mountain
bikers assaulting yet another backcountry trail. I'm dismayed that the
Land Trust is catering to the local mountain bike lobby when planning

We prwided a level of
advisors and revievr of

dog walking access that was supported by our expert
the scientific literature. We applied a similar decision

process to the extent of allowed hiking; mountain biking and equestrian use. ln all
cases our decisions were made without regard to financial contributions.

l0

trails atSan Vicente but is restricting dogwalking access to

t$AY 21.20l9
Exhibit 3 

A-3-SCO-19-0157 
Page 108 of 157



SAN VICENTE REDI/'OODS INITIAT STUDY AND MITIGATED NEGATIVE D:CLARI.TION
COUNIY OF SANTA CRUZ

COMI\ilENTS AND RESPONSES MEMO

INDIVIDUAL RESPONSES IO COMMENT$

We respond to each individual comments in Table 1, below. lndividual comments are reproduced from .the original comment letter along with
the comment numbers and iotlowed by the response. ln total, the County received 25 comment letters with two letters from public agencies
and 23 letters fmm members of the general public. Out of the 25 comment letters, five of the tetters had comments that were related to the
lS/MND. As stated abovg the.individual responses below are intended to address those comments that are on the project merits and not on
the environmentrl analysis prepared by the County. We focus on technical topics rather than on expressions of support for or opposition to the
project.

TABE 1 RESFOIiEETo Oouueiss ox rHE mJEcr MEffrs OF IHESAT{ \ficEim REDI,I,0oD6 PUBUC AccEsS NrN M,ECT

Comment# Comrnent

(,J &atfuandWPtuvilss
AJ. Chrlstlne Duymldr, MmErey Bay Alr Resanraes DbMct
A1-1 Thank you for prwiding the Monterey Bay Air Resources District tAir

Distrifi) with the opportunityto comment on the above-referenced
document. The Air District has the followinq commenB:

This comment is related to the environmental analysis'prepared by the County.

AL-2 Air Quality This comment is related to the environmental analysis prepared by the County

MM AQ-1.1: The Air District appreciates the inclusion of the construction
dust mitigation and controt measures during.construction/earttrmoving
operations.

Ar.-3 Construction Equipmentl The Alr District recomminds using cleaner
than required construction equipment that conforms to ARB's Tier 3 or
Tier 4 emission standards. With respect to diesel operated on-road and
off-road construction vehicles, we further recofimend that whenever
feasible, construction equipment use alternative fuels such as
compressed natural gas (CNG), propane, electricity or biodiesel. This

The Land Trust will gladly commit to cleaner than required construction equipment
that conforms to California Aii Resources Board's (ARB) l'ler 3 or Tier 4 emission
btandards. The l-and Trust will require contractors to demonstrate Tier 3 or Tier 4
compliance with an ARB certificate and will also indicate a preference for bidders
who use alternative fuels in their staging area bid packagg.

diesel exhaust emissions.

This comment is related to the

7

would have the added benefit of
analysis prepared by the CountyA1{ Permits Required
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COIIiMENTS AND RESPONT:S t!,tr3&1o, LAND TRUST OF SANTA CRUZ COUNTY

presented by the BLM and the County ln relation to Cotoni-Coast Dairles and the Davenport Cement

Plant, re.spectlvely, are located off of Hwy 1 on Swanton Road and Cement Piant Road. Future decisions by

those landowners, with projects that have not yet been defined, would be required to determine whether,

where, when and how San Vicente Redwoods trail visitors could access the pioposed San Vicente

Redwoods trails from the vicinity of Hwy 1.

Possible lssues related to road hazards and traffic delays associated with specific parklng areas can only be

anaiyzeo if ancj when such parking areas have been icientifieci anC designed. Swanton Road and Cement

Plant Road do not exhibit adverse condltlsns related to excessive traffic.

For a cornparlson, the North Coast Rall Trail project, describeri above, anticipates a larger annual vlsltation

along Hwy 1 than the proposed San Vlcente Redwoods project, from the vicinity of Hwy 1. A review of the

recently certifieri EIR for the North Coast Rail Trail project, described above, shows that the project tiips

for the North Coast Rail Trail project is 9 times hlgher than the proposed San Vicente Redwoods project at

150 vehicles/hour of which all wouici occur directly on Hwy 1. The recentiy certified EiR shoum that the

North Coast Rail Tnil project vvould not result ln direct traffic impacts. Transportation-related :.npacts

associated with the North Coast Rail Trail proJect were considered less than slgnificant except for traffli
hazards and delays associated with parking areas that are entered from Hwy 1. The North &ast Rail Trail

EtR concluded that cumulative impacts wguld occur due to added traffic on cross-streets that would

provide Vehicular access to the North Coast Rail Trail staglng areas that are on Hwy 1, The ce*ified EIR for

the North Coast RailTrail proJect determined that impacts from their project would be cumulatively

considerable because of an existing deflciency on Hwy 1'.

Any potential future traffic increase that would be attributable to the proposed San Vicente Redwoods

project would be negllglble and only occur along thru traffic on Hwy 1, not to cross-streets, where the

cumulative impacts attribu'able to the North Coast Rails Trail proJect are expected to occur as described

in the certified ElR, For these reasons, the proposed San Vlcente Redwoods project would not be

cumulatlvely considerable if a staglng area were avallable allgwing visitors to access the site from the

coast side,

I

tt2

;rlAY 23, 1011
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SAN VICENTE REDWOODS INIIIAL STUDY AND MITIGAl ED NEGA]IVT D:C'.AR^T!ON

COMMENTS AND RESPONSES I,IEII,IO

Redwoods staging area at Einpire Grade will be more difflcult to access from maJor highways. Arry

potentla! future Cotoni-C-oast lairies staglng area was assumed to provide adequate capaclty to

accornmodate future vtsltor use of that destinattgn and to trail user that will park at Cotoni-Coast Bairies

and onnect to San Yicente Redwoods trails. ln other words, no specific slaBing area just for the Sal

Vicente Bedv*oods is anticipated.

While the IS/MND fcr the proposed Public Access Plan was considerate of the relationship between the

proposed San Vicente Redwoods project arrd the future Cotoni-Coist Daii'ies, the C-otoni-Coast Dairies

project has no specific plans fcr which to evaluate, Any propcsed improvements, includlng access

features, that are part of the proposed rnanagement plan currently being prepared fsr the Cotoni'Coast

Dalries property wouid be reviewid under a separate NEPA envlranmental process by the BLM.

As desc;ibed in the 2017 Traffic lmpact Analysis (TlAl prepared for the proposed project, the vlsltation

estimates are very iow, especlally during the weekday peak houts when traffic is normally a concern.

Specificaiiy, in secfion 3,2 of the 2017 TiA states that the weekenci trip Seneration is projected to be i8
vehiclbs per hour in the busiest hour on a busy weekenc. All cther periods/months/weekdays wlll have

lower estimates. lable Cbf the 2017 TIA shows that the project vaffic lncrease on roadways would be

negligible and the level of service or LOS on study roadways wcuid continue to operate at acceptable LOS

A to C without and with the proJect.

ln addltior, the proposed staging area on Empire Gnde ls remote and far from Hwy L. and trips to the

proposeci staging area would be distributed on the :'oadway network. Per Section 3,3 (Figure 3) of the

2017 TIA the project trips would be cistributed between several roads, The highest traffic will be 50

percent cf the total on HWy 9 toffrom Felton, CA. A rcview of the circulation system shows that S3nta

Crr-rz, which is the largest clry in the area that would likely originate most trips; has direct access to Hwy 9

not on Hr,vy 1. For these ieasons, the project trips on Hwy 1 would be negligible and would not be

cumulatively conslderable and would not result in cumulative trafflc lmpacts.

POItNilAL FUTURE COTONI-COASI DAIRIES STAGING AREA(S)

tu previously stat€ci, at full buildout of the proposed project, it was assumed that half of the full buildout
number (approximately 48,500 annual visitors] rrould drive to the primary trailhead off Empire Grade and

half would access the area from the coast. However,lol aaohse!'vative comparlson, assuming staging
area(s) on the Cotoni-Coast Dairies site with 90 spaces and 3lven the same full buildout vlsltatlon

estimates with the same characterlstics assumed for the proposed Empire Grade staglng area, the
maxi5num number of peak hour trips would be 18 vehicles in the peak hour, This would represent the
potentlal to add a sriTall amount df thru traffic on Hvuy l,There would be no issues related to road hazards

and ffaffic delays associated with specific parking areas because any potential future trailheads or staging
areas from the vlcinity of Hwyl that would connect to the proposld San Vicente Redwoods p.roject would
have to cross Cotoni-Coast Dairies (BLM) and would not have parking areas that are entered from Hwy 1.

Future patential trallheads to allow access to the site from the coast side would have to be constructed on
property owned by BML, the Davenport Cement Plant (CEMEX), or the Cotoni-Coast Dairies inland
properties (managed by the Trust for Public LandJ. There are no future potential prrking areas that have

been dlscussed which would service San Vicente Redwoods that are entered from Hwy 1. Early concepts

lA|1 D il:UiT qi: sAnTA a:UZ. CO 0ilIY ANO PtACEw(rtKS 7
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COMMENTS AND RESPONSES i,IEI'IO, LAND TRUST OF SANTA CRUZ COUNTY

*,t]tf;S$ ?S S&f{ Vif;#$\nTH R*I}WOCD$

Because the number of visitors at the proposed proJect riray affact traffig parking needs, and
enforcement, estimating visitor use was key to the plaaning, design, and environmental review processes

of the proposed projecl. As stated above, lhe Projerted Visitor Counts and Po*ing Needs report in

Attachment 10 of the IS/MND rncludes a description of the methodology for the visitor estimation made
for the proposed project. Key considerations for estimating visitor use include open space characteristics
anC facllltles fiat will draw visitors, as weli as the ease with which these facllitles can be reached.

fu previously steted, the annual visltatlon estlmat€ for San Vicente Redwoods at fult bllldout, is estimated
to be between approximately 82,000 to 9200C. At full bulldout of the proposed proJect, half of that
nurnber wou[d drive to the prirnary trailhead off Empire Grade and half of that number rryould acce:s the
area from the coast. Vlsitatlon to San Vlcente Redwoods from the vlcinlty of Highway 1, at approximately
41,000 to 4&50O is similar to the inter-annual variation in visitation at Wilder Ranch State Park (38,0(E),

Furthermore, lt ls reasonably foreseeable trat scrne visltors to San Vicente Redwoods will be drawn away

from outCoor experiencds at Wilder Ranch and other parks in the regicn, resulting in a net effuct on

regional visitation that is less than additive.

PROPOSED EANPIRE GRADE STAGING

As described in the proposed Public'Access Plan and the lS/MND, access to the project site is currently
planned from the Ernpire Grade staging area only as this is the only property that the Land Trust has

jurisdiction over, As such, the Land Trust can not plan or implement an access point or staging area on

land owned by another entity.

As described in the IS/MND (see page 35) A Pro.l'ectEd Visitor Counts and Parking Needs report dated

January 72,2016 was prepared for the proposed project {see Attachment 10 of the IS/MND}. The visitor

counts and parking needs projections were based on attendes leveis at comgarable parks and open

spaces in the area, lncluding The Forest of Nisene Marks State Par]<, Wllder Ranch State Park, and Soquel

Demonstration State Forest. The project is estimated to attract 13,140 to 14,600 people per liear at initial

opening, and a much as 83,220 to 92090 people per year in the future. Note that future conditlons are

greater because they assume the openlng of all proposed 38 mlles of tralls and the opening of planned

parking area at BLM's Cotoni-Coast Dairies property, which could facilitate the higher estimated range of
vlsltors to the pCIect slte,

As stated in the Proiected Visitor Counts ond Porking Needs report future trail connection(s) between San

Vicente Redwoods and the Cotoni-Coast Dairies property would result in vlsitors utilizing both properties

during one recreational experience and enable visitors to use sta8ing arees.at either property to access

the connected trail system. Girren the relatlonship of the two properties, it is anticipated that the visitation

levels at one property will have direct implications to visitation ard parking demand at the other property.

As previously stated, the 8LM visitation estimates at Cotoni-Ccast Dairies were roughly projected to be

300,000 at full buildout. The increase in visitation is not likely to resuh in a substantlal increase in visltors

to the proposed San Vicente Redwoods' Empire Grade staging area. This is because many of the visitors at

the National Monument are likeiy to be short-stay vis:tors of the immedlate Monument area that i*ill not

use the traii network to access adjacent San Vicente Redwoods, and because the proposed San Vicente

6
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COifiMENTS AND RESPONSTS MEMO

Castle Rock (L25.000), Butano {57,000) and Portola Redwoo0s (37,000). During the most recent five years

of reports, Wilder Ranch visitation ranged frcm 453,000 in 2014/15 and 491,000 in207Ut2. Santa Cruz

County Parks does not release statistics lrdividualized for its beaches along the Santa Cruz County North

Coast but estimated 1.5 milllon vlsits countywlde In 2018. ln the ProJected Visitor Counts cind Porking

IVeeds report included in Attachment 10 of the lS/MND and as an appendix to the Trafiic lmpact Aralysis

included asAttachment 11of the lS/MND, it is estimated that Cotoni-Coast Dairies woulC receive

approxirrrately 300,000 visits per year, an estimate influenced by its National Msnument status and lack of
a beach.

Visitation to San Vicente Redwo6ds is small in comparison to the eKensive recreational access occuring
and anticlpated in the regicn. ns described in the Prolected Visitor Counts dnd Porking f/eeds report (see

Attachment 10 of the |S/MND), the annualvisitation estimate for San Vicente Redwoods at full buildout is

estimatecito be between approximateiy 8i,000 to 97,000.

Pianneci future pubiic access in the region inciucies the Nonh Coast Raii Traii, for which the Sanu Cruz

County Regional Transportation Commlssion recently completed the EIR process.z Ccnceptual level

planning has been performed for two other areas, but these planning efforts have not yielded specific
projects and environmental planning has not been performed. These include the following:

1) The re-use of the Davenport Cement Piant owned by CEMEX. The various alternatives for the
Davenport Cement Plaa: reuse plan anticipate 250 or more campsites, guest rooms, cabins or
residences. The visioning plan was pre=ntecito the f-ounty Board of Supervisors in February
2019, Additional infonnation on the CEMEX pro?erty is available here http://www.co,santa-
cruz. ca. us/Davenportce.nentP:a nt,aspx.

2l The rnanagement plan of tlre &toni-Coast Dairies owned by Bl-M,'Public access to Cotoni-Coast
Dairies is cunently limited to guided hikes r.vhile the BLM develops a management plan for the
properly that will ensure public safuty and protection of resources. The BLM will develop this plan

through the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) process, which involves the community and
stekeholders with opin comment periods and possibly public meetings. Two public workhops to
explore recreational access opportunitles at the CotoniCoast Dairies slte were held i* December
20i8, Addltlonal lnformatlon on the BLM property ls arallabie here
https://wwwbim.gov/basic/prograrns-national<onserraticn-lands-ca!ifornia-california-coastal-
n atio nal-m on u m ent-coto n l.

Specific projecrs have rot been proposed in these cases, The concepts lack speclficity with regard to
timing; Iocation, visltation, and visitor serving facilities that would enable the detailed analysis of impacts.
Howeve6 it ls apparent that visitors to,the proposed San Mcente Redwoods prdect accesslng from the
vicinity of Highway (Hwy) 1 would be a small fraction of the :otal visitors to the area in such future
scenarios.

r Santa Crur County ReBional Transportation Commission, North Coast Raii Trail, https//sccrtc.or8/projectvmijiti-
rnodal,/m onterel} bay-sarctu aryscerlc-trail/nonh{o3s:-ral l-trai f ,

5i.a!lir IRust oI s/ ii1,r, cRuz c!ur.Iy .AilD arAcr?oi:{
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CO,I,TMENTS AI{D RESPONSES ME,IiO, LAND TRUST OF SANTA CRUZ COUNTY

traffic along the main roads for severalweeks each year. lnholdlngs wlth approximately 10 resldences

occur within the oroperty. The Phase 1 and Phase 2 trails are located near roads that have, until recently,

been used rnany times a day fur residential vehicle access. lnformal use of the fire read ad.lacent to
Ernplre Grade by neighbon for'dog walking and exercise has occurred for at least 1O years. This same road

is planned to be converted into the Phase 1 trail where recreational use by dog walkers is proposed. The

tnil neh,vork is clustered ln the portlons of the properir that have been subject to more intessivs us€ in

the past, whlle deep canyolrs, old growth trees and major.streams are avoided. There are extensive

existing roads on the property that were inherited from past land use. Whlle we the proposed project

would be able to use about i2 miles of these existlng roads as trails, most are unsuitable for use as trails

because tley are steep, have poor druinage or are otherwise prone to erosion that cannot be properly

managed while using the road as a'trail. Other roads were not proposed for trall use because they would

bring visitors to parts of the property that are closed. The proposed trail on the Laguna Tract foliows an

existing trail that is currently In regular use by neighbors and visitors to the Bonny Doon Ecologlcal

Reserve.

- I '. -- ; r .-, r

;-. , .1 .' r.I-'!:'i"i

Comments touched on issues related to enforcement and the protection of natural resources. While the

proposed project is intenderj for public benefit, it is located on private property, which distinguishes it in a

variety of ways from a public park. The public access manager has the right to instruct anyone to leave the

property if their behavlor may damage natural resources. lf they do not, they are subject to enforcement

of laws governlng trespass. The Land Trust has established a partnership with the Santa Cruz County

Sheriff s Office to provide enforcement on the propefi, as described in the Publlc Access Plan.

{.}?irtl8 i'ir{:rr,s-'r}iii\il{L &iarerl !lt ?}'ix }F;lt;},ui?l i;'i;i'i:r'{iT'i

Reviewers expressed concern about cumulatlve impacts related to recreational use 6f the property,

especially in its relationship tc coasal access along Highway 1. This concern reflects Increases in 'trash,

traffic and trauma' observed in ihe Santa Cruz County North Coast area. The Land Trust shares these

concerns, as they protect public access to the Davenport Blufft area via a mnserlation eas€ment.

Extensiye gublic access occurs at sites includlng the State Parks Natural Bridges, Wllder Ranch, Coast

Dairtes, Blg Basin, and Ano Nuevo. Other natural areas frequented by the publlc include the County Park

Davenport Landing Scott Creek, and Greyhound Rock, as well as Davenport Beach.

The Santa Cruz-San Mateo Unit 3f State Parls has annual visitation that is higher any Park System Unit

north of Orange County, per the 2016 Californla State Park System Statistical Report.l These reports

lndicate totalyisitation to the Santa Cruz-San Mateo Unit was about 8 million in 2015/16 (thd mcst recent

year available) and 10.5 million in 2005/6. Notable in these statistlcs is the hlgh vlsitation associated with

beaches and frmaus old growth redwoods, ln the vicinity of the project, visitation is'hlghest at Henry

Cowell (1.1 millton), Natural Bridges State Beach {81b,000); Big Basin (690,000)i Wlder Ranch (47O000),

San Gregorio State Beach (385,9m1. More remote mountain'properties had lower visitatlon, such as

r caliiomia )epartment of Par.ks and R€c:"eation, state Park system satlstlcal Report,

http://www. pa rks. ca.go/?page-l d=23388,

4
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As${i'f ?iif; L*t&}S Y&i.JSY f}F $Jrf*t'IA SUU3 fi*[Jh1TY

Comments asked about the capacity and experience of the Land Trust of Santa Cruz County (Land Trust) in

regard to land and public access management, The Land Trust owns and manages 15,000 acres of [and in

Santa Cruz County across over 44 properties. The Land Trust manages six properties that are open for
public access, which host about 15 mlles of trails ancl an annual visitation of about 100,000. The Land

Trust tand management team has 9 staff and a 5t.S million annual budget, which is anticipated to increase

to S2.0 million as new trails are opened, Staff and volunteers visit our properties on a daily to weekly

basis, deperdlng on visitation, The Land Trust developed the Public Access Plan and associated .

implementation strategies with consultation and revlew by managens and scientists from several

resources management organizations and agencies, including the Bonny Doon Fire Safe Counci[, tsonny

Doon Volunteer Flreflghters, Bureau of Land Management {BLM), California Department of Forestry anC

Fire Protection (Cal FIRE), California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFWJ, Callfornia State Parks, City of

Santa Cruz, C-olorado State Universlty Fort Collins, Midpenlnsula Regional Cpen Space District, Northern

Arizona University, Santa Cruz County Park, Santa Cruz County Sheriff s Office, San Mateo County Parks,

UC Santa Cruz, and the Wildlife Conseruation Society.

f nf-:'if*'f '':' f]1tf;ll5:f l-l't,'),[':L' i'i.1'.1!Jf::AL f.IS['i]X(:$5 Pni-r?'{:;{1Tii:iii{

Comments expressed lnterest in oversight and checks and balances related to natural ressurces

proledlons. Considerable pratections are in place for natural rcsources on the propefi that 8o above and.

beyond local, state and federal regulations. The entire property is subject to a conservatior easement that
exliaguishes the rlght to most residential and commercial uses, apart from timber production and

caretakers' quarters. As detailed in the Public Access Plan, the easement protects Conservation Values

including Forests, Biodlverslty, Watershed Protection, Viewshed Protection, and [andscape and Habitat

Connections (such as wildlift corridor:s), The easement ls recorded at the county. The Save the Redwoods

Lea6ue, a conservation organization celebratlng its 100-year annirrersary owns thls easerent and
performs annual monitoiing ts ensure its provisions are honored, lf public access were to impalr any of
the Crlservation Values, the Sarre the Redwoods League, as an accredited land trust, would have the
obligation to intervene. Under the e asementr they would have the ri8ht to mmpelthe lanciowner to
remedy impalrments to the conservation values, Under a memorandum of understanding betureen the
landowners and the land TrusL the landewner can force the burden on the Land Trust.

fXtS?, f.,S iit*3* $!T'*&lS

Some reviewers may have the impression that the property is pristlne wiiderness, The history of the
prcperty is one of relatiyely extenslve land disturbance and human presence, mnsidering its remote
locatlon and natural condltion. The property was clear cut in the 1910s and 1920s, and was subject to
extensive logging for timber and firewood through the 1960s to the.1980s. San Vlcente Redwoods was

also the site of a major limestone quarry through the 1960s, with extenslve areas of disturbance
associated with mining operations and tallings disposal. Approxirnately 16 timber harvests have been
performed since 1992, each spanning hundreds of acres. About haif of the land area of the property has

been managed for timber during that time, wlth several management uniE harrrested.twice. 75 miles of
roads have been built. tn addition to forest disturbance, these operations result 1n truck and other vehicie

:.Aai! itu!I er iAlrIA cRlrr couNty r.r.'D ltlctwonrs
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816 Glllian Greensite, March 14,2019
817 Valerie Halev, Native Vegetation Network, March 16 2019

818 Karrie Gaylord, March 19,2019
819 Brenda Barcel6, March 20,Z.OL9

820 Dave Jessen, March 21, 20!9
821 Bryan Largay, March 29, 2019

822 Mark Llpson, March 29, 2019

823 Jacob Pollock, March 29,20L9

.This memo incluCes a reproduction o[ and responses to, non-environrnental issues raised durlng the
public review perlod, Comments are presented in their original format in Appendix A, Comrnent Letten, of
thls response to comments memo. Comment letters ln this memo follow the same order as listed aborre.

Besponses to those individual commentt are pravided in this memo alongside the text of each

conesponciing comment. Le*ers are identified by category ancieach commcnt is iabeied with the

comment reference number in the margln. Where the same comment has been made more than once, a

response may direct the reader to another numbered comment and response.

The potential environmental impacts of the adoption and irnplementaticn of the proposed praject was

the subJect of the lS/MND. However, during the review of the IS/MND, scme commenteB ralsed issues

that relate to qualities of the prcposed pmject itself or the project's corcmunity cossequences or

benefits, personal wellbeing and quality of lift, and economic or financial issues {reftrred to here as

"project merits"), rather than the environmental analyses or impacts and mitigations raised in the

IS/MND. Slmilarly, some comments provided in response to the lS/MND express opinions for or agalnst

the projeC, These comments aiso do not pertain to the adequacy of the analysls or conclusions in the

lS/MND, rathe[ these opinions also relate to the "project merits"'

Although such opinions and comments on the project me rits that were received during the CEQA pracess

do not require responses pursuant to the CEQA process they do provide impo.'tant :nput tg the process of

reviewing the proJect overall. The Land Trust of Santa Cruz County is the project applicant, hercin referred

to as the Land Trust, has prepared the followlng written responses tQ the comments that are on the

project merlts and not the envlronmental analysis prepared by the County. The County has prepared

responses tr issues related to the CEQA process nlsed durinB the public revlew period. some overlap

beween these responses is likelY.

GENERAT RESPONSES TO COMMENTS

While consldering varlous comments on the pmject merits, !t may be helpful to hiShlight a few.Seneral

aspects of the prcperty ownership, history and reglonal context. These include that the prcpefi is

p,i*t.!y owned, it is subject to a conservation easernent, the propefi has a long history of timber

protection and limlted residentia! use, and that 'north coast' area of Santa Cruz County is a locus of

extensive nature-based recreation by the publlc.

2
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Response fo eommenls /lrlemo

The County of Santa Cruz distributed a Notice of lntent to adopt a Mitigated Negative Declaratlon for the
proposed San Vicente Redwoods Publlc Access Plan, herein referred to as the "proposed project" on

.Tuesday, February 12, 2019, Thls lnitiated a 30day public comment period. The Land Trust requested that
the County to extended the review period for 16 additlonal days, to ensure ample time for agencles and

interested parties to submit comments on the lnltialStudy and Mitigated Negative Declaration {IS/MND).

Comments were accepted through Friday, March 29,2A79.

Comments on the Public Review Draft of the IS/MND for the proposed project were received lrom the

following agencies, organlzalions, and private lndlMduals dur:ng the 45-day public review period. Each

comrnent letter and comrnent has been assigned a letter and a number as indicated belou The

comments are.organized and categorized by:
* A = Agencies and Service Providers
* B = Private lndividuals and Organizations

AGENCIIS AND SERVICI PROVIDERS

Christine Duymich, Monterey 3ay Air Resources District, March 14, 2019

Susan Mason, Bonny Doon Fire and Rescue, March 15, 2019

PRIVA?E tN DIVI DUATS ORGANIZATIONS

A1

A2

B1

B2

B3

84

B5

B6

B7

3,8

B9

810
811

stz
813
814
815

Joal Steinberg, February 27,7,Atg
Dcnna Karolchik, March 4, 2019

James Feichtl, March 8, 2019

8ob Schildgen, March 8, 2019
Jayne Cercy, March 8, 2019
Marcel Moran, March 8,2819
Krlstin Womack, March 8, 2019
Randall Kirschman, March 8, 2019

Anll Gangoli, March 9, 2019
Richard Rammeg March 9, 2019
Virgina Leslie, March 9,2079
Ben Martin, March 9, 2019
John Engell, March 10, 2019
Henry Millstein, March 8, 2019
Grcy Hayes PhO March 72,2079

tANL ftlJtr oF sAt|IA c1'trt cout.tly AND ?tAcEworKs I
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LANT}
TRUST

May21,2479

Randsll Adams, Planner
County of Santa Cnn
701 Ocean Street, 4e Floor
Santa Cruz, CA 95ffi

Subjecfi Response to Comments Memo

DearRandall Adams,

Please find athchcd our our rcsponses to the comrnents submittsd bythe
public in regard to the Initial Study and Mitigated Negative Deolaration

flSllvIND) for the San Viccnte Redwoods Public Access Plan, that werc
submittal on or before March 29,20,9,

Wc request that you include our nesponse in your coneqpondonoc with the
public so that they receive answerc to their questions about the project. This
response is not inteuded to addrcss specific conoeflrs related to the IS/]vIND

dosument orthe Califomia Envfuonmeirtal Qualtty Act process'

A few themcs emerged from tle comments, wtrioh we address in thc section

Ge,neral Rcsponsesto Comments. This is followed by Individual Reiponscs to

Comments, *trictr consists of atablc organized by commcnter and comment

number.

Sincerely,

OF SAN]A CRUZ

- 
COUNTY __-

iL7 Wet*Stree-t
S*thr Cru:,CA 950$0
tt3742Frr,7l6
Fsl 81L-429-77bb
i ttTt@ I on rl tn r t *m t ucn r . or g
flurrr.lw tdl, tlststtitrttru:,.r rg

Boeiil otThutees
Tom Bunts
Iinurd. Chair
ThomasJacoh
BoardVilv Clwit'
Kale Anderlcn
Src*tatu'

JcfuyWcrnor
7-reil\utr
Katherine Bc:icrr
Mary Culley
Ana Espinoza
Bill Gielow
John Cilchrist
Donna Murphy
Kathleen Rose
lvlarieke Rothschild
MelodySharp
Joyce Shimizu
EmilyThomas

6n^4-

Ewcutioe llirector
Stephcn Slade

Bryan laryay
Congcrvation Director
Land Trust of Santa Cruz CountY
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targets, delailed monitoring plans, action thresholds, speoiFrc managomcnt adaptions, etc, what ure the

biological justifications for thesc?

Simil*r1y, the Mitigation Monitoriry and RepartingProgram contains few details of whatwill bemeasured in

the n:onitoring program, what the baseline and tatget measures are that will requirc a mitigatio:r effort to bring

the measure within compliance lcvcls. SpecilicallS how will the mitigation measures fot BIO-I through BIO-7

be monitored? What q*ntitative or other measures will b used? lV}:at are the measurable limits that will
indicate thay arc outof compliancs?, what actions will bc bken to bring them back into limits to achieve

mitigation? How will the public be informed about the implementation and monitoring of these mitigation

measure.s whioh ar-e used to justify a flnding of mitigated negadve declaration?

The initial study states that hiking biking riding horseback and dog walking all have sirnilar ellects on tail
srosion and cn wildtG. Is there a:ry sciencc to show this is fiie? What i* that sciencc? How did you detcrminc

that these uses are similar in their effccts on erosion snd wildlife? What specific monitoring will bc done to

ensut€ that these effccts arre similar in the case of San Yis€atc redwoods?

If I wcre to appeal to the Coastal Commission i.f I believe portions o_f this Mitignted Negative Declaration or the

nesponses to my questions are insuffrcient to miti$tc the impacts of the project orprotcct fie oonsorvation

values of the area, how would the county and the project proponents coordinate a response to such an appeal?

Sincerely,

Iacob F Pollock PhD

2
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RandallAdams

From:
Sent:
To:
SubJect
Attachments:

Jacob F. Pollock PhD

(83 l) s66-0e83

Dear Sana Cruz county, CA planners,

Jacob Pollock < pollock@ucsc.edu >

Friday, Mardt 29, 2019 4:53 PM

RandallAdams
Csmments on Application 181146

Comments to the projecl.doo<

Tha fsllowing attachments contain comments on.Application 181146. The contcnts are also included direotly in
thc email below.

March 28,2019

These are commcnts on the mitigated nogative doclaration for the San Yicente redwoods projoct, application

numbcr 181146. Overall, I am plesed with thc detail however therc arc numerou* omissions, some of which I
have been able to document herc. I also hsve a number of questions I hope you will be able to respond to.

The Initial Study states that Coulter pine is a non-native species (pl l). Given that The Natural Resource

Co**yation Servioe plants database (hths:i/plants.sc.egsv.usda.sgv), Jepson E Flora

,andtheCaliforniaNativePIantSociety(CaIscape.otg)allshowtheSan
Vicente redwoods to be within the range and habitat of Coultsr pirc with extant populations to the north, south,

and eas! how do you justiff calling it a non-native species? What is thc biological and scientific basis for this
jr:stification?

Given that tracking data (santaonrzpumas.orF) shows the San Vicentc Redwoods to be heavily r.rsed by Puma

and that researsh by Dr Chris Wilmers shows I strng avoidance and feeding disruption behavior by Pumqs dre

to the sound of humans, ow do yiru justify including only the single mitigntion mcasure of closing the property

at night to protect this species and its habitaf? How do you justiff even this single measure when these animals

arc n-ot 
"*clusively 

noctumal? Given the vague nature of the a&ptive managemont stategies (see #low) how

do you justify these as mitigations for protccting the cougar? What are the biological and scientific basis for

these justifications?

The initial SJudy states that, the "Access Plan's adaptive man'agement approach would ensurs the sensitive

habitat o, the projeot sitc arCI proserved and protected in perpeturty," (p 59). Adaptive management implies

using varying management strategiss with specific goals, spocific measurable targcts and monitoring progress

towards tiresi geals with spccifie action thresholds and chariging (i.e. adapting) &ese monitoring statcgics as

neded to bring thcse goals within specified limits. The adaptive managcment overview in Appendix 2 of the

plan contains onty vaguc sftategies for each conservation value with no specifio goals, no monitoring details, no

measurable targets, no action thresholds, and vague altemate stategles (adaptions), rind no measurable limits to

ensure that the altemate strategies meet these limits. For cxample, conservation value t has an adaptive

managcment stategy as follows, "monitor and enforce rule violations; adjust engagemoilt and enforsement

efforts." The other management sfategies in Appendix 2 are similarly vagse, Given the lack of dctails for

adaptive management, how do you justify a mitigated segative declaration? How will you ensurc that thess

adapive msnagement strategies will mitigate impaots whsn ther€ ar6 no details? If there are goals, rneasurable

I
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Partner, Moliao Creek Faffiiog Collective, PO 3or 69, Dawnporg CA
UCSC-CASFTC, Oqgast Agricuttffi Policy Studj.cs rndlipsonl2lucsp.fdu
Coorulting dba Peci6c Plate Oqanics

95017 m*r:[i]ioson137(O:rnail.cr4g

I
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RandallAdams

Frpm:
Sent
To:

Mark Lipson < marklipsonl 37@gmail.com>
Friday, March 29, 2019 4:18 PM

RandallAdams
S,Vicente NMD App#181145 - commentsSubfect

Into
Ttrese comments are submittod by Mark Lipson, PO.Box 69, Davenport CA 95017.
I am a rcsident of Davcnpo* and have becn farming certified organic produce since 1983 at the property which
is encompassed *'ithin the San Vicetrte Redwoods pmject. That property is owned by the Molino Creek LLC
partnership, of which I am'the surr€nt President.

On behalf of Molino Creek LLC, we recognizc and appreciate thc effor* that the Land Trust of Santa Cruz
County has made to solicit and heed our conccrns as inholders. For 35 years we have s/orked cooperatively in
succession with Lone Star, Cemex, LTSCC and the SVR Parrrers to prot€ct and manage this remote area of thc

county's north cosst.

Recommendatibn 
of rheNMD findins nnd anntovar of the as icc's public AocessI support ecccptancc of the NMD finding and appmval of the application with the LTS

Plan. We support moving Fhase I of thc project fonnrard so that the "ada;:tive mxngcmeal" concepts can be

tested agafiut rcality.

However...
There is at least ons yery problematic aspect to the County's CEQA analysis xhich compels furlher comment.

This defect is notablc with rcspect to the rnultiple other, large:scale land-use changes occurring in &e

area. My hope is that the County's professioral staff and elected/pppointed decision make$ will take a deeper,

critical look at hq,,, the north coast's rapid traasformation is being treated by the planning proccss'

*Initiel Study/Env. Checklist, Sebtion U.2, Mandatory Findings of Significance, Cumulative Impacts.

This pdect 
-takes 

place in :mmediat€ proximity to 3 other large-scale conver:ions of formerly private land to

public 
".rr"ss 

and visitor use. The asscssment that the SYR project, "has no associated cumulative impacts" is

completely unexplained and ovcrtly inexplicable. The one-sontenoe analysis seemsto make a mockery of the

pHn fangfiag" r*bodi.d in the chicklisiat LI,2. Ths County's planning proccss appears incapable or unwilling

io .r"ogofu th*t this projcct will be operated in the context of opening &e Cotoni{,oast Dairies Unit of the

Califoiia Coastal X*ion* Monument, the Coasta! Rail-Trail, and the potcntial conversion ofthe Cemex

property to visitor-use accoss. Tho County is not serving thc intcrcsts of its citizens by following this

*pp*uofr,tt* is it serving the long-term intcrests ofprospective visitors and users. Certainly the methodological

,iiutt"ogo of cumulativiimpactkse$sment may be s3,'rsrc Nonetheless, it is absolutely ncccss:ry that the

pianninE prooess recognizc and confront the reality of intcrconnected impasts resulting from the convergence of
it esc muitiple, large-scale land-usc and activity changes on the North Caast.

Thanks for your atlention.

Mwk Lipson, Moliru Crcek LLC

Mark T iFsos
40.i-{g7i3lttr

1
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a There is a minor inconsistency befireen two provisiong which both protect

hibemation and maternity roosts for bats: Construction Protocols BR-3.1

(shown above) and BR-3.2 {please see &c provision in italics bclow). We

suggest resolving &is by changing "shall take placo" in BR-3.1 to "can take

place", or pluasing to that efect. The important guidance, based on our

oonsultalion with wildtife biologists with relevant expertise, isthat Se!*embor

to Ostober are tb ideal period, but not the only period for managing vegetation

while avoiding impacts. Operating outside that wiadow, imPacts can be avoided

with appropriate sureys and the prohibition on removing vegetation where ba,fs

are found. We anticipale this was thc meaning intei:ded by the County, for
otherwisemeasure ER-3,2 is contadictory of BR-3,1. We believe this change

will provido for consistency while ensuriag robust protection for the specics'

o Constructior Protocol BR-i.2. Itremwal of large trees (e.g.,lhe DBH
ls greater than t2 inches) occtfrs dwW the bal roostlng seasorl

{November throughAugust), these trees shall be lwpectedby a
quali/ied, Cowty-approved biologistfor tlu presence af bat roosts. If .a
matsrnity roost is detected, upto a 200-foot buffer sl*ll be placed

uowd the matemity site mtil the bats are ?o loryer utiltztng the slte.

Non-mslerntty raost sites cm be removed under the directio* of a
qualitied, Cotmtyapprwedbtologist. Any l*ge tee thatwill be

removed shall be leS on tlre growrdfor 24 how'r befare being tafun

ffiite or being chipped. This periodwllt dlow any dty-roosting bats

the opportwttty to tewe befure the tree ts either remwedfrom the trea
or is chipped.

This soncludes our comments on the docrmtent. Thsnk you for your effort in
ensuring the protection of our Ccunty's environment.

Sincerely

4*

Bryan Largay

Bryan Largay
Conservation Dircetor
Land Tnrst of Ssnte Crtrz County
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LANI}
TRUS.T

Idarch 29,2019

Randall Adams, Projsct Planner
Santa Cruz County Planning Departnent
701 Ocean Street,4th Floor
Santa Cnrz, Califomia 95060

Via email: Randall.Adams@santacruzcorurty.us

Re : Csmments onNotice of Intentto Adopt a Mitigatod Ncgative Declaration -
San Yiceirte Redwoods

Dcar Mr. Adams,

The mission of the Land Trust of Santa Cruz County is to protecl care for, and
connect people to the exhaordinary lands that make this area special.

Thank you for providing the Land Trust of Santa Cruz County the opportunity to
commont oa the aboye-rcfcrcnced dscryflent.

The Land Trust has thc following comments:

Ovcrall

r As the project proponenq we collaboratd for gix years with aeighbors, experts

from an array of disciplines, and staff fton Santa Cruu County and othcr

agencies. This effort shongly influemced the project, from our goals, to tbe

design oftails and fapilities, the construction.guidelines, the managenre*

approach aad parfirerships, and the monitoring and'adaptive managemert plan

This process cnabled us to craft a project that goes to great len$tts to avoid and

minimize impacts.

r As part of this proc€ss we identifiod specifio mea$ues to minimize impacb,

and incorpo'rated them into or.r Rrblic Access Plan (see Chap,ter 7). Many of
theso were atso spooified as mitigntion tncasures in the IS-MND, and we 8ro

entirely coafortable with them. It may be noteworthy tlut were fully intcgrated

into the projosl plan prior to subrrittal for County review.

Spocific Provisions

r The language of BR-3.1 ii somewhat unclear in how it speifics that Scptember

and October is the bct time for ilee removal and trimring to avoid impacts to

bats. As written it cordd be.misinterpreted to maan the opposltg. Pl*ss soe ihe

text in italics below.
a Cotzstruction Protocol BR-3,1. Tree removal and trimmtng, regmdless

of size, slwll takc ptace outsids of both the maternity ud hiberrution
periodfor special-status bds (between September and October) md
awid the bree*agbirdwindaw per Protocols BR 3,4 and BR 3.5. Tiee

removal csl take place &tring this period wtthout a breeding'bird or
bat roost wrvey.

(tl. :.:rtri t;.1, r. bri_ /'- .r (li.\i\'--'

', 1 :' :1 ,', , :ir. i
,"'t,';:. i : r1.., l.',!r 'it.':
l:11-i'';.,,::i
:",..i .:, j-ii,r-li. :.

i.:i, ..,rr.,il. j:.r' j;ir ' , j

I,r,,, . Il 1....{^.,.;;, ;,

i):,,::;l Of !ht:'a :.
i)o1o.t blur;ilrr
;l;;,;;J 1 ':'1,i1

11116 il111tf i
j r.:'.' |. 

'J 
l.' 

- j

1 iti iri.t.,jac,(r

Jr! ! fr.'1 !-'..:;t,'.:r
l;.t;-.:;r'l

1'!ltr C:i1i-,.

'iit.l [i,;ri,'1r.'..'
l!! il (;i..lj,'.r

l::l;rt {..ii irri",j
; arr::. i itr l), rrirl i'r, lf,
h.tthlta':t lLr"r'
I!;rtii'Lr- Xr:i !i.'. itil:,l
.I.ir.k,ilr 5}C;:,
jt*. i r. sii!',njlt
llrrlt',11 rr't"&" "'1
;'. :t ri{ f 

'! 
rrr.,r..?".

l'.tdir:ri;irf Fiii r i,r:
5t;'trlr;'lr !!.:;ji'
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Ra:rdallAdams

from:
Ssnt
To;
Subiect

David Jessen <djessen@ucsc.edu >

T}ursday, March 21, 2019 1'l:20 AM

RandallAdams
San Vicente Redwoods/Laguna Tract

Randall,

I have reviewed all submittod do*uments regarding Land Trust of Santa Crsz County plans for frall system and

mffiag€ment model in particular how it will apply to Iaguna Trdgt which borders Bonny Dcoa Ecological

Rcscrve (BDER).My wifo and I have both grolor, up a:rd lived in Bonay Dpon ouwhole lives and have lived

in the center of BDER for past.4O years raising our children and now grurdchildren on this land. Thcre are

existing tails on I*guna Tract that will be part of proposd trail system that havp been used since this land was

owned by Lone Star/Cemex. La:rd Trust plan to open tails in phasc I of project makes sense and shows good

wisdom, having their collaboration and support along with our BDER community gtoup that tesefve

trails will promote safe and legal public use. Iand Trust having also agrced to not promoting Laguna Tract in
advertiscrncnt'will he$ keep ovcratl impact to BDER fscilities and tails to a mininnum and promote rnuch

sloxer evclutionfor incrcased use, allowing BDERto adjus rcalistically to visitbr increases.

Best Regards,
Dave Jessen
854 MartinRd.
Bonny Doon, CA

Dave Jessen
University of Califomia Santa Cruz
Office 831-{594808
Cell 83't-359-3989
djessen(Ougsp.Fdu
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RandallAdams

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Brenda Barcelo < essencematpilates@gmail.com>

Wednesday, March 20,20191*32 PM

RandallAdams
San Mcente

Hi Randall,
I'm one of many residenb who will be highly affected by the
opening of San Vicente park and I feel our concerns arenrt
addressed at all. Every time there's a meeting or I send an email,
my worries are brushed off and the only thing that remains is the
fact that the park will open according to plan, no matter what.
Many of us are very unhappy about the large number of trees that
will be removed to make parking lots. We were told there's
nowhere else in the park to plant the same number of trees that
will be taken out for the project. In a park as large as San Vicente,
I have a very hard time believing there isn't any space at all in the
whole area to plant 100+ trees to replace the park owners will be

removing. In a time of great world distress about global warming,
deforestation of any sort is an aberration. As a perrnit approval

condition, please require the owners to plant the same or a larger

number of trees elsewhere in the park to mitigate for the planned

removal of trees.
Thank you,

Srend,: *crcel6
Cerritied Pi loi'es iitstruct'or
Bolonceci Boa'y Universi'i1'

96
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Radal! Adams

Frpral
Sent:
To:

Karrie Gaylord < kanieg@ymail.com>
Tuesday, March 19, 2019 4O2 PM

RandallAdams
Feedback on San Vicente RedwoodsSubJect:

Hi Randall,

I.ast week I attended a presentation grven by Bryan Largay on the Ixnd Tn:st's plans for the new San Viccnte

Redwoods Trails. As a Bonny Doon residcnt and avid trail runner I'm really thrilled about thi plan and can't
rinit for it to ofrcislty open, Clearly you all have done a ton of work to make this happen.so I'd like to express

my gratitude for that!

.I do have a comurent on thc plarned N&go, which I'm hoping you might relay to the appropriate sornrnittees. l0
short, I woutd rcolly love to see moro milenge of tle trnilr open up to dogC. I have trvo lovely, active pups

who are my frequcut companiors ou trails both for their own joy and exercise as well as my safay. Sa{iy, I ums

quite surprised when I moved herc about a year ago at how few trails thcre are whish allowed them. We used to
live iu Washiirgton state whcre dogs were welcome on nearly all tails excluding national pa*s. Hege in Santa
Cruz rhe public tail system is quite restrictive to c.snine company by co,mparison. As.a privarely oumed trail
systern, I was very hopcful that San Vicente RedWoods would be more.""o*11edn+ing thnn the statc/city pa*s.

Bryan outlined ttre plan to permit 1,5 miles along the entrancc ofthe trails as oprn to dog walking. This is nice,
but i:'s haldly a wailu up for my lively srewl I[/e frequently rur 8-10 miles most days. It's curious to me.thd
nearly all thetrails arc open to equestiaas, who atE gred, but do Ieave piles of excremsnt and hoof divets
everywhere thcy go. Most trail users insludi.g myself are willing to dodge these things but I have to admit it's
fi:ushating to not allow leashed dogs whose owners pick up after thcm on the samc tails.

Bryaa me'ntioned that studies the Land Tnrst reseaiched found wildlife to be undisnxbed beyond a 200m mne
arouod trails used by humans ond o*rer asimals. This sems totally reasonable, given that ovcr 90Yo of San
Yiccnte's 8500 acres will be closed to access, preserving habitats for our lion and other wild tiends. But I'm
woudering- if this 200m zone has been deerned acccptable, why should it matrcr what species is doing thc
disruption - horse, human, or dog?

Please eonsidcr oporiag up more pf San Vicente to otr canine companions and.the humans who lovc.thern.

Thank you kindly for your consideration,
Ifurrie Gaylord

1
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Comments San Vicente Redwoode Fublic Access Plan, March 2019

ConcluEisn

PleaEe let me know if you would like any additional infonnation about the sensitive
resurces and sensitive habitats althe Bonny Dqan Ecological Reserve. I would be
happy to show County staff som6 of lhe rar6 and endangered plant speciee that
cunendy grow along the trail edges thal could be damaged by increased fut traffic. I

have prepared these mmments to Goun$ Planning to $e best of my knowledge,

PIEase help us "PraseFve the Rsserve" I

Sincerely,

'J*t )-tkValerie Haley;
Natlve Vegetation Netmrrk
831 426 0S87

cc: Tems Kasteen, Califomia Departrnent of Fish and Wildlife
Friends of the Bonny Doon Ecological Rsserye
RBDA
USFWS

Page 3

ltrli vc Vegctalton Networl
6-(3Quail l)riVcr$rntir(iuZ.cil 95060rPbrtfis,I;ulit$llr.l?5-'U{rS?rl*nnrl:rcgnct0rct62.1(),qt,t
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Comments San Vicente Redurods Public Ams Plan, Marcfi 2019

The following comments pertaln b the proposed phasing of the Pub,lic Access Plan,
and hovv ffte trails are publicized.

Corrments

1. Omit Ecological Reservs and Laguna Trac't ftom Phase {. I strongly
remmmend fiatthe cunenty proposed acess routes through the Bonny Eoological
Reserve to the proposed Lsguna Tracttails be eliminated from the Phase 1 teeting
phase. The highly sensitive ZayanE Sandhills habitat and fie associated'nere and
endangercd plants lnthe Emlogical Reserve are the npst s6nsltlve areas Induded ln
the entire Access Plan, and should not be part of the Phase 1 testing phase. Once
opened, several years of monltorlng aro ngsded in the proposed trall system located
to the we$t of Crest Ranch b detarmine laul enfurcement needs, the level of use,
numberof visitors and impac{s due b the 90,000 people (hikers, bike dderc, and
horEe riders) eetlmated to use the trail qptem.

Once the level of public use and the e)dent of human impacts are better knovttn in the
trails west of Crest Ranch, more accurate mitigation and rninirnizstion measulos may
be developed for the sensitive habibts ln tha Eological Reserve.

It does not seem logicalto have the rnoEt senslfrve habitat developed ln Phase 1 of
the Tralls Plan (Esting pl:ase). Acoording to Tenis lGsteen with the Dept. of Fish
and Wldlife, a Memorandum of Underetanding regarding acoess through the
Embgical Reserve still needs to bs prepared with Condlthns of Approval.

2. Publlctty, Trail ilaps and lnbmet Graphics. Full Bulld Out Maps of both Phase
1 and Phase 2 should not ba publiched urtll Phase 1 le deemod euccessful. Forthe
first I to 2 years afrer opening the tall system, onlythe developd tralls ln Phase 1

shoald be illustrated on websibs, kiosks and map handouts. This will help loep
people out.of areas ftat may not have hlls developed yet or accese ls dangerous. lt
will alEo help keep vlsltor use lower in the trails that are not opened or managed yet.
There naeds to be lrxrro discussion about adverfislng the location Ecologlcal Reserve
port'nn of the tnail system. We need b lcegp publlc use low in the Reserve.

Shedffs and rangers canl help pmvent high fuot ffic and damage of low gtorrlng,
rare plants sucfi as the Ben Lornond Spinef,ower (Chortzanthe pungensvar.
hadv,.rgihna) that arnently grow along the tnall edges.

Native Vegstation Nctwort
653 Qu.il Driw o $ann Crrn, CA .95060 r Phonc/Fax (83 t) 4251)68? r E uil: vcgr@cnrzio.com
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Native Vegetation Network

March'16, 2019

Mr. Matt Johnston and Ms. Jessica Degnassi
County of Santa Cruz Planning Depar[nent
701 Ocean Strcet
Sanh Cruz CA, 95060

RE: CommentB to thE San VlcentE Rodwoods Public Access Plan CEGIA
Review

Deer Mat and Jessba:

Thank you furthe opportunlty b make mmments on the San Ylcente Refivoods
Pubtic Access Plan. I attended the recent RBDA meeffng and preeenhtion of the
Plan by Bryzn Largay on Marcfi 13, 2019. He said that the comment perlod has
been extended untll March 29n,2019.

As you may knour, I am an adrccate forthe Bonny Doon Ecologlcal Reserue and the
conservetton of the Sarta Cruz Sandhills. ! served as the docents and volunteErs
coordinator at the Ecologlcat Reserue ffom 199,4 b 2017. I appreclate fie eforts of
the Land Trust and its onsultants. There are many posttive aspec'ts of the San

Vicente RedwoodS Access Plan; hovEver, I hEve mn@ms about potentlal lmpactsto
sensitiye resoures atong the EootogicalReserve trails, since hese traile willbe used

to access the Laguna Tract in the latd locked palcel to the east of the Reserve.

According to Bryan Largay, the coneultants brthe San Vlcente RedwoodsTrail
Accese Plan estimate that 90,000 people per year will use the fall system at full bulld

out of Phase 1 and Phase 2. PhasE 1 will serve as a testing ground to monitorthe
lerrelqf public use, trafflc, lmpads to bbhgical resources from bikes, horses and

hikers, tha suCcese of nangers and levv enbrCement, trash, eroeion, and tnail

condifions. lf the resulE of monitoring shar low impads, and that the minlmization
measures in the Publlc Acoess Plan are wrklltg, more trails will be bui[ as part of
Phase 2.

Overthe last 25 yea6 at the Emlogical Reserve, we have had an average of about
20 to 25 people using the trails 8t $re Reserve per day, e;ept on deys when there
are guidrid naturewatfg and field tlps sponsored by.CNfS, hlgh schools or.college

ctasies. The CNPS walks and most freld trips have been limfted tr.20 people ln

orderto minimize impacts tothe Sanb Cruz Sandh$ls habltat

653 eudt n|Ilve o Srutr ctru4 Cf. 95060 r PhordFax 831,*2!0687 r ElEiI rtgnct@ruzio.com
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RandEllAdams

*sln:
5en*
lbr

Susan Mason < s'mason@d-mason.nEt >

Friday, March 15, 2019 ZlM PM

RandallAdams
San Vicente Proied Comment9uirJect:

It is lmportant to re+pen Ure asqape aocess from fre Waren Drtva loop out to the resenro.'Ihls was open br ycarc and

o'nry iefo"ti ttis 6gin alLa.,rea io 
'oveqrow. 

t ast-yeal.rvhen tfiere wai a structure fire on waBen Drlve, a piace of

Iiliipm.nlfuspor,ding m the fire bbd 6 accese_ttioulh that routa, lt is lmportant bofr as Escepe for tmidents and as

ad:dee to mednal and fire emergencies in the hiking tract

Thank you for your attention to my comment

Susan Mesort, Captaln, Bonny Doon Fire end Rescue

t
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MontercYBaYNr
r ,,fresanrces Dbtict

*$ 1 
Z**t*Ar*7,Saraarttu,lrrd$ill,Ct:ECorlt dB

j
\r#/

xN&Srrvtrd{ud courl
C/,1'rtta0

PHPIVET U?-a41t 'FAX: alTa&,

March 14,2019

RandallAdarns
Land Trust of Safia Cruz County for Peninsula open Space Trust

617 Water Street

Santa Ciua CA95060

Emall:Ra@

Rel Comments on Nstlce of lntent to Adopt a MitiSated Negative Dedaratlon - San Mcente Redwoods

Dear Mr. Adamsl

Best Regards,

Christlne DuYmlch

Atr QualltY Planner ll

'-rucnea l, ttdlnun, * eowalm conLol ofrtqt

Thank 1ou for prcviding the Montercy EayAlr Resources DistdA {Alr District) wlth the opportt nity to comment

sn the abovircferenccd document. The Air Distrlct has the following mmments:

iirewtw
r MM A&1,1: The Alr Dlstrlct appreciates thc inctsion of the construclion dust mtigatlon End control

rn eastttts Orring constructlon/ea*h-mwlng opcrattons'

. c.onstruction Equlpment: The Air Distrldt recommends using cleanerthan rcquired construcdon equlpment

that onforms to ARB's Tler 3 or Tler 4 emission standards. with respect to dlesel operated o'n-road and off'

road constructlon vehichs, we further recommend that wheneverfeasible, construction equipment use

alternative fuels such ,, .o*pr.u."d natural gas (CNG), propane, electriclty or bMiesel. Thls would have

the added beneflt of rcducing diesel efiaust emissions'

PermltrRequired

* PqrgaQle,CoFtr,u4lon Esulartlst- lf portable constnrction equipment, such as dredges and air

@mpressors, "rffiTffifriii-g 
thts prolecl, please cotttact the Alr Distrlct at (831) 647$4[llor

permfttlng lnform ation'

, A.3 Tr.ee RerToyaliThc pmposed site preparatlon rvouH result ln the removll of 15 erdsting natlve and 40

non-native treelourlq tlre tree remou"l proc.ss, if the trebs are dlsposed of vla wood chlppln& dease

make sure to contact the Air Distrlc{s Englneering DMslon at (S31} 64?-94L1to dlsa;ss if a Portable

Registratlon ls necessary forthe wood dllpper being utlllred for this project'

tf you have any questtons, please contact ma at (831) 7L8'W2? or c{uvmlcli'smbqrd'orq '

Cc: David FrisbeY

90
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Reproduced wifr permission oithe copyright owner, Further rcproductioa ptohibiled wittout

permission.
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tE4

ra$tcr stcdy tuoughout the year (ScDta Clora Valley
\ilater Distrio, peni. corun, Apdl 20ll).

Our otsavatiolt i.udicale that baskiug periods inter-
rupted by humar dismibslce aro aigr!ffcantly shortcr than

undieturted batkhtg perlods, Disturtsnces of this nafuru
reduDe time br thormorcguluion rnd lost of hoat c,nergy,

wtrich could havc profomd effects on s turtle's abiUty to

survive and reprodr.rce (C'rtwford et d. | 983; Edrradr and

Blouin'Dcmers 200?). Tlt€tc qte so:ne beecfim tlat could
be glcmrd from babitat aleration, as Ixmbcr: et al (20! 3)
coacludcd that basking $tcs Siolded fum human ectivity
may lcad to higier-quslky basking poential. especially for
native fre$hwaJsr Brtleo. Thuq, ws rtcommc'nd l) liniting
vehiculal trafftc ncsr importrnt A. ttarmarota ba*king
habitat whcrcner possibl.e, 2) enroursghg driverc sf
rcquitcd mrvjcc vchiclQ* to avold driving stq b{gkilc
habitst durilg pcak ba.sking timrs, aod 3) iavestigating

iastdladon of hiSh vogaution and other ways !o eCInccal

tufiles from tmil usa cspcielly by vehicloe'

Aclowwhilgnanrc. - 
'!t/c tha* Ivtofrba Federal

Airfield and ths Santa Clara Valley Yr'atcr Dictrict for
allowing uB access to thc sfidy site. This srudy was

conductcd und+ra pcrmit from the Cdifomia Departmcnt

of Ftstr ard $rlildlift (no. SC-l1825) rr.d ee US FL*h and

wildlife Scrvice (oo' 8164{L?Jll'(R3)' rilc eIEo tbark c'
Alderetc {htcgralctl Ssience Solutioas, Inc') for hie

inform*rion on trrtl€s at Moffen Fcd.tal Airfield and

for p,rcviding freld support. 'llls study was conducted

with the approval of the Iastia*ionil Aaimal Cnre and

Use Commifioc and with a graat fitm the DaYid J. Powers

Scbolrsl-iip in tb Deputment of Envirclmental Studice,

both ,t Ssn Josi Staa Urivcr*itY.
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Fhure 1. Wc*crn pond turto (4rrrrrrrrJ s twmoruta) h$ihf a[ &E study siiD along the Ss Fnncis.r Buy Trail in Mar*aln Viorv,

Cs-lifomis (photoerapns by P. NyhoD.

we analyzcd the data usiag SYSraf 13. The btal
rate of rccroationrl auivlty doog the 8ay Treil ard ratc$ for
'each category of rccrcational sctivity wcrt calculated by
dividing lhe namber of.human activiry elonts by the {otel

oleixvatloo dme. Pcarso,n chi"squaro (ft) f"sf werc ured
to compare thc disturbancc mtes fot each catcgry of
rccrcational activity. the mean hsking duratior (in

minutes) of disturbcd urrtlcs was compcrcd with thc mean

ba*khg dmation wbsn oo rccrearionisrs. wcrE Presclrt'
Because 6c data did tot mcct assumPliors for Paramctr:ic
te*tr, we uaed tre lvIanu-Whitrcy U-trat to comparo no8ls.

lvo obcervcd fu a total of 68J hrt with 1238 total

human acrivity cveots rccordc4 3i6 of u'hich involvcd
basking nntlcs. We observed 52 individuals basking

duringJune (n * 7), July (n = 2A), and A:rguxt {z : 2l).
Besking was rarely iDtltrruPtd by human activity, as only
25 of. 346 (7%) possible evenb codod with urtles
Sandoniag thcir basting site. Itrowcver, thc ntc at whidt
hrtle,s abandoned basking ditrcrcd by typo of human
mtvity (X1 -52.89,'df -3, p<0.0@I, n=346).
Turtles abandond their basHtrg sita.$ mlcs of 29o,

5?o, aad 6tfu in rc9llon$e E nrtrnurs, *alkers, and

bicyclists, rcspeetivoly (Tahlc l), ltrowgver, urrles ahn-
doncdbosking sitee 45% of trc dmc $,hen a motor vehiclo
paasod by on thc rail.

T[c avcrago turtlc hrsktng duration of22 individutls
ttat submergod mturally wae 42.8 t 5.0 SD/min. We
raordcd 30 individnsls that sub,mergcd in ryparent
rcspons€ to truil ure, with atr tverago basking duratiou

Trblc l. Bpe. numbcr, ond ftequoncy of human activiry
cvrnqs thaa'causnd nrrdd to nbandon basking m thc Moffcn
ftderal Airfi€ld. Califomia, &om lunc ftrugli Augusl a)ll.

ludividuals Total no. Distfibanrc
Typc disturbod ofindividual ftcquency ('d

2

4J
1

Runnet
Wdk r

99
84

of 16.5 t 2,3 sDlmfu fsr cach event Natural basking

duration was sigpilcautly longor thm ditturhcd bosking

tinres (U * 542,5, df = l, p < 0.fiXll, n = 52), wi0t
aatural baskins hsitrg 2.5 tirm* longur than disturbod

br*-S. The X2. natural *ub'mergance eYenta wBre

r?rqsiltativs of thc 30 dfuhtfted subrncrgcoce evtuts
in that thcy took placc ia similer temPcraaltts, timcs of

*'rHJffi*ffi"orur, 
along thc trril was pcdesuian

traffic (bicyclistc, ruEn€{r, and vdkers}. Vehicular traffic
wae largcly due t,o heaqlduty pickup truc*s tavetirg
along thc levco rymmr, wNcb moug* with dreBay ?rail ia
soveral arear, Tte ovemll rale of hunur acdvity recordsd
in this study (18 evonts/tr) uns much louei than obecrvcd

in other recroatioirat shrdies involving $an Francisco Bay

Arsa Trails, one sf which reporEd 68 human recreational
evere lrcr houi whits ohecrving shombirds (tnrlio and

Sokote 2008) . Or.u sndy sir uas ia a nowly opcn il saction

of &e Bay Trsil srd, as it bccmrx mae widely rccog-
rizcd, human aetivlty levels could insrlass.

Overall retes of dirtrrbarco wEre low, which suSSests

6at currcnt hunrn traffi'c along thc rail may oaly have

a limitcd irnpast on urtk b&BHnS bdravior, Howcvu,
analpis of dienrbasce types Sowd wcstcll pond turtles
werc much ruorrc Iikoly to rcspcrd b motor rehiclcs thut
to any otlnr true of distuftancs. Mo{odzod vehiclls mty
Lc especially .di*ruptive to mtles. For example' Moort
and Selgel (2006) observsd ahat 6. flovimaeulata
frequently cbmdoncd basking bcharrim due tro reGestion-
al boat raffc. ord Selmrn ot al. (2013) fouod drat boat
traffic negetivcly impsgr barking durEtiot for the sflrp
rpccies: Intence rerpmsc to lqrd aad fast-moviog vclticles
is rr,ell docuoonted h bfod sp6cigr" arpccially whcn
vehicles ue approaching animah (Rodgers md Schwikert
?fi2,2003: McGowan rnd Sirrcas 2006), We observed

urilles only duriag ttrc suruaer months and 6us lack dsta
fcr olhcr scasont, Also, hurngr rccroational activity may
change ftrougholt thc seasons and is Jikely to incrcasc
w€r time as this rection of fail bocomrs mue widely
kaown. The vebicular trdfic, on the othcr hand, remainr

5
6Bicyclitl

V€fiielG
t4l
).,

316Toul

2
4
9

t0
2J
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NS?ES AI{D trlELD 3,E[}**TS

cttarrgtqt,'ffif|rodgrrqrr.20rr,t.e! rrr-rr{ trail uEe. Actiqenry mdmvrwt€t is a wary epcier while
oatlschnlo'{$Rdrfihrdo barking (Bury et ql, 2012), lYarine* may incrcasc thc

disturbruce potent'al for bmkiag irt'diYiduals ard may

Bas:dxg Western PonG Thrtle Refponse to lead ro a dccreased ability lo thermoegulde. Recent

.Recretlrinal Theil Use tn Urban CaXifomis reresrdr suB€sts that A- marmoraa ie lcss lihly to brk
ia areas of higtr human distrr:bance thaa a conmstr

plUU E, NWOro Atm LYI{NE ?hUUO uonnative qompditor, the red-atcd shdet (Trachztttys

scripn clzgansl, rrhich could limit quality boskirg sitcs

S,,rloifi4.llntwftiryDepj1'7t,,antolEfimilun4l Slrdia.r, (Sclman et at, 2013). Other resprctl suggEsts that

Oae tilafilagton Sqwrz, Sat lost Cafrfutt*t 951y2 USA recrcatiout htruran activitics can dccre5rc h*ing
' tpu,"litof(itSr*il'com: b'nncttxllo9sit*cdul durarions of ottlcr tufilo ffpccits Moore and Scigel

+cdrrcs?awllw Mhor 20061 Selmaa et al. 2013). The goal of our rcscarch wae

arrnacr. - rhe prucnct orbrman activity noor frwh' :;*$"fl *'ffi S#,fiiffiHrt'rffi*nf#rrstrr ulrtle hsbitat cen hrve a negaive tn{-on ;,;:k*.;e;ot'tire San Francisco Bay Tnil.
s ranp of *rrtlc babrvior* We ormrsed wbettur - - 

frfrtiilJ"r"f Air{ield ir locslsd at *e south qnd of.
hmsn rce of a *creadonsl trarl hd 3n erfect ,on tt" il f*J;;;;ti" ffi;rd" Viuw in Sanra glnrd
bcsktne bc[wlor of wwtem poad hrrthr {Acfinemvt ilil ilifrJ. 5. 3?%J,N, torrg 122"02TV). Hcrc,
rwwrdl by obsrvlng lndlvlduds tddtutg wtlle_vp il#;;;;-4,**fr aCiacenr to-".rir" raits located
mordtored recreadonal dktrba:rce6. Bsrod or our ;r;;;@s l).ThesechannelaarcMcrcdoucach
r*ults, rrt sggatrt ltmltle t* nmber or tincr of ff,[;;;;;;ilocs with a untform widrh d 12 m and ar
opera{on oI nobr veslcle haffic e{femnt to woctcm ;;;; aepUr of z.: m. The bukiog zubstrre coneisrs of
pond turth habltrt to restrict lupact* on bcsking ;rdd; #kr, w'e t$ctoenoplec*i acutns) clumps, ,nd
behavirr. occrsiotr I targe r*oody debds, I{ater teurperuue* drring

Recrertioaql opportrmities in fte San ftancisco Bav ffrryH"1"lrm"tJ;f":}",#ff ffi;i
rrca, Califo,mia, are widceprerd and divprne iirludi. nS exrmiued was firsi opcncd to rcsteelimal traffc in
activiries such as triking' biking ftthing, and boating Scptembcr of 2010, 9 mo bcfort wc collected qE,,, fie
Thcse activitier may have eigailicant aeptie cffr:ar on srart of the obecryations coincrdpd *ith Sre first basking

6rynlatioos of westcrn pond'turtlts (Actinawyt tumnor- season during which rhis porprlatim of urtlcs was

a&). Mouc and SeiSel (2006) fousd that lithiug' boatiag, cxposed to rpcrcational human activity itr 2011. Vehiqrlar
and jet ski rcrivity c*used ycllow*lotched mep hrtles mhcontheleve€coanifuedprinnriJyofiulYcquenttripr
(Grapumys flavinrct+latal to abeD&n ncsting and by heovyd*ty pickrryr truckt tramporting equipnacnt and

barking activit], ofbn for tte duratisr of thc dty. maierials for rwdne maiuteaauce along Brc lcvee system.

Simitorty, Sclmrn et al. (2013) fornd that frcquelt huaun AftEr tnil opening, rhe level of vchicular raflic is likoly

disturbolrce can decrcase turtle baskirg duratiou. to have bccn rirnilar to prdrail opeoing. whilc recrte'

Behavioraldieruptlonof h*ingcanlcadloaYaricty timal human rctivlty han almos ccrtaidy incrcascd a*

of hrmful consequonces forfirshq,aler &rrtles, Earkiag 's 
more peoph dircover thk arca" Trail uee$ were typicBly

an essential bchavior for frerhralcr hrrtle species beceure bcHeen 3 and 3o m from turtlcs dou8 thc troil'

it nllows individuats to clevale ttEh M, tetDperatures, Ficnrr June rhmgh August 2011, we collcctld obaerta-

Urus ingcartng meraboliurn. cnnuing poper dlgp$ian, timal dars m uutlc retpre gry !o vriore types of

ard allowing tUrtles to opcrf,re morc cffectivcly ia rEsr€addoal activity ad recmded ba*ing drdiour. We

i*aiog, rtproductiou, C*;th, and prrdator avoidrnce oboervcdturtlesat3loc*ioosknornobewell-uscdbesking
iS"l","ot-f arid Brookn 19851 Bodie 20011 Bdwsf(l sites based on prrevious snrdies (C Aldcrce. W$' qfinm"
-d Bhri"jDrmers 200?). Actttums msnnorfra is $Le March ?rtl). Y{e were comalcd bdriad sunoundiog

.onty *muioing nativr frcshwator turtte ia Caffornis md iqntr.tion and nrtnal baricm ytrite .ob'cryine 
borh humm

is iiEtea os .- Culifoma Species of Spccial Conecrn u*i"ity *a &rde bchevior urilg binoculars d tpqlog

AJit-i" p.p"t*rrt of Fish and Wildtife 2015), As 1he t*p.i 6nooe and Scigpl ?mO. clur disanee to bqsking

humar populuim grows wilhin thc nfste; humstr sclivity Unti"s *t approxirnately 1()-3g T' ?ata 
on humnn adivity

ens'achcs upon wgstem poia *,r" habitat, A nmnaot irctlrd"d rype-of rccratioud activity (categoizcdas walker.

;-;".r;;populaiion iri*,* i, a grcatly el&red watcr runncr, bicyctst, or srotor vcliclc). oumbcn of peapla' srd

chsmel near Moffen Nival Air Station il oothem geniratnoircterrct0brervrtlxeof turtlebe'har*rincludcd

callfomia. The canal oceurs alongside a rcenrly opened nurrbcr ofturtles. baekiag drratrotr' inithl and *bmcrgencc

secrion of the San Francirco na| t,,it, *,trlctr eipores behavicr,$lion,andwhettrersrbmagoaccappeoredbbe

furtles 1o high rate$ of humaa uctiYity through recraational aseociatcd with hunm sctivity or ngt'
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adjacent to Empire Grade end requiring leashes hsve shoum to be ineffective in detemixg illegd
usage in att other opon space lands in tho county. More docr:merffition aad effc.ctive mitigatiors

shoutd be considered if you aro going to allow activities that have serious enYirmm€rnt4l

consequefices..

An Environmental Impac't Report is the appropriato level ofreview for such a substantial project

in a sansitivo ecosystsn. The €nviroilnental impcts documsntsd here require an EIR

Thank yop for considering these comments.

Sincerely,

Aiilian

2

85

Gillim Cileeffiite, Chair
Siorra Club, Santa Cruz County Group
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SAf{'ffi CX.UZ CGUNTY G*.Otrf
Of The Vcatana Chspter

P.O. Eox 604, Saata Cnrz, CA95061
httns :/lWww. s ieif f-aclub, ordJeptana/sqr$a-cryz

e-mail: sierraclubqqstacrszi;,gmail.qotn

Ma:ch 14th,2019

Randall Atirms, Project Planner
701 Ocean Streeq 4ttrFloor
Santa Crua California 95060
Rqdall.Ad$ryslRsqlltacruscouilt tlp

Dear Ms. Mollo.y,

Thaok you for the op'portrurity to read aud comrnent on thc Drafr Initial Strdy and Mitigsted
Negative Deslaration (IS/I\,II{D) for.the Sou Vicente Redwoods Projecr.

Unfortunately, the ISflr{ND does mt effectively miiigat€ all impac'ts of this substalrtive

prgjectto trs;r than significaut The Sierra Club requests rhat m EIR be prepaed-to fully
assess and mitig*e outstrading inrpacB to less-than-significant and e,c6mine poiect
alternatives &ai would cans less damage to tlrc very sensitive ecosyste.m in u*rich it is

located.

Below are just a few of the outstandiag impacG of this project:

1. .Edgcational signage is qsed as amitigation m€asgre, but strch mcasnms are$ryicallyhighly

ineffective, Tq make sqre &erc's no tash, for eicamplO thq project would oeed matry animal'proof

tash reoeptacles, and you will need an employee to walk thetails every day and pick W traS.

2. Given the numbs of sensidve qpecies, dogs absolutely shoutd not be allowed on theee trails"

3. There's no discussion of the impacs on wildlife of the long-temn useof tiails bypeople-

Siglificant impacts include reCucing fre abundance of nesting birds and woodrats near iails asd

iffir,g xh" foraging arca araailablJto somespecies (see, for esmple, dhnbed-ltudy of the effects

oftail use on western pond turtle. Studies of this caliter mtst be provided for all sensitive spmies

in this pmject area)'

4. Thc pojeot should locate woodrat houses and 4vsid imfacts to them. No svidence is provided

to zuppirt ine assertion that dirnantling &e houses, which can be used for decades' is a viable

mitigation Dleasure.

5, The Idtial Sndy inadcquately mitigatcs the impact of.dogs on mediun and targe marrnals,

qibich the UCSC nu-a n"j*i ionfirms is a significant impapt' Locating the dog walking aeas

SrcRRA
Clun
rOUND[D I8'2

t
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Grey Hayes, PhD lndependem Ecologlst

Conrments on the lnftlal$tudy and the san Vicente Redwoods Public Access Plan

3lL2l20t9

Other Ouestions

U, IUTANDATORY FINDTNGS OF STGTTTTFICAITTCE

Z, Doa1. the pmjxt have lapecw that are iadiuidually frMid, but anaulatively slln*Aeraitet

(cumutative\v aasidenble" mcrras that theincranenal etrcm of a pniectarc nadderablewha

uiewed in cona*rion witb the etre* of pst pmjea*, the effss af other ane* proi*a, and the

effeca afprubabte furure prcixaf gdtial Study, p, 102).

Tte Initial Srrdyfails to lirt eny ainaectiou of incresed rcseationsl use with other ctrrent and

emergiqg frrture prolece with trhich some of the proiect ptopoaats are involved, ordr as Cotoni

Cmst Daides; Cement Plsnt }euse, the B.ail Trail Vlilder Ranch, Couty Beachee, etn. In order to

effecdrely establish cumulative impacts "nalysis. one must frr* establish a baseline and thm analyze

€D?ectd increases durirytire timefto:nc of the project

Questione:

. l,\Ihy does the traffic lmpact analysis only examarc eftcts of Empire Grade, when signlfiiant

increased ute is arftlclpated by the Skyline-to-Sea' aspect of the proposal, hence affecting

Highway l traffic?
o . What are the cumulative lmpaets of the proposed project whlch wlll coincide with

lncreased HighwaY 1 traffic
. Stam Pszts hss calculated use of lts Norttr Coast parirs, whywere thbre data not precnted to

tbe public to estabUsh a recreadoral uce basaline?

r 'Wbat ic the cuf,ent recre*ional use (# usen) baoeline for V/ilder Rancih State Park?

' What ie the current recretional uae (# usere) basclire for C,ounry beaches iu tbe viciuiry of
the propoeed prorect ahernatives?

. What is tbe currsrt 1s6a66[enn] use (# users) baseline for Davenport Beach,.whe ueert

ebare a purking lot that will atso serve the Skylineto'Sea proposed uail?
. Wb* ie the cureut recreational u*e baccline (# usus) for bicyclists using the Higbmmy I

corridor adjacent to tbe proposed project a}ernatives, ineluding major bicyeling eventE?

r Whet % in'sase is projeaed over what ir cr:r:ently o<perienced in the vicinity of the
propmed proieqt alterauives?

r '\Uhat are ttlregholds of rigaificaace ficr ormulative effects for additioaal recretional users

presentcd by thir project, includiog. ou:

o Parking iu areas in the vicinity of the Skyliae-to-Sea tririlhead on Svtanton Road

* What are the cumulstirre dece of this protrneed proiect on wildlife, ecpccialty migratory rnd
rrrusery behaviors, mhen taken iato consider*iourv.rth:

o Forertry activitiee qn the property
o Stewardshipactivides ontheproperry
o Non*ptrblic use of the property

7
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Grey Hayeq PhD lndependent Ecologist
Comments on the lnElal Study and the San Vlcente'Redwoods Public Access Plan
3l!21207e

o How hai the Leed Agency been tnformed of the hseline requirements of local

agenciee iu police or Gre qgency responses to emergenciee sfsociated with recrational
trail use?

r Does the Lead AgeDcy "4 on the polides listed in &is Eection ss mitigatioas?
r What is the baselhe goverunert hcility capacity iu the oervice grea?

o fionry has tlre Iead Agency determired that tbc additional recreationa.l use will not
require additional governuent fidlities?

Berc.gdsn ll{pc gls-.:[Xles fi en s

P. Recreation

nYouldthe yoject iaclrr.s theux af exirring aelghborhodand regioaal p*s wother retational
facilities &tch ihat stbstaadal phlaial d*e.dantioa af the ficility would wur or be areleratdT
(Irlidal Study,9.89)

The &ritial $tudy eib to motiou of &e Bonuy Doon Ecological Reserra and the Coto:ri Coast Dairief

properties in this aaalpis.

What is the beseline state of trail use includiqg phyrical deterioration of trails at tfoe Bonay

Doon Ecological Reserve?

How has the Lead Agency determiued that additioual use of the Bonny Doon Ecological

Reserrre would not substa:ltively deteric:ete the uails on this sensitive and higlrly crmive

arep,T

o Whst are the spect0c threeholds of sig:rifi.caace aPPtid in phin cese?

tlow bsve the project proponents assured that tteir uegotiations and plane are not 'pre-

{ispoaitional' to federal decisiron making proceses ftr the Cotoni Coast Deides Property?
How do the project proponents euviciou allowing adjacent aatural areas vlrqraggts to coatrol

the level of ure on thdr lands with tie trails et the Iagura tract aod Skyliue'to-$ea?

o Horr rrill the'project proponenb cooperadrmly maaage for the recreationsl, socid,

nnd biological orqrtng capacitiee of theae adfaceat lands?

o Horru might the project propotrents attempt to influerrce fufi:re ffrrryels who might

considenclming the throu6h trails on their lands, therefore affecting the rue of the

propoced project?

Wtat would be the bueline etate of adjacetrt trall use wittrout the Skyiine'to-'Sea prc'pmed

plan component orl the Cotoni Gmst Dairies properry?

How has the Lead fuency determined that sdditional use of th.e Skyline-to-Sea proposed plan

fi,mlnnenr on the Cotoni Cosst Dairies propertywould not subetaadvely deteriorate the

rails on that area?

o What are the speciEc thresholds of signiEcance applied in this caee?

i

I

a

*
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Grey Hayes, PhD lndependent Ecologist

Comments on the lnltts: Stury rnd the San Vlcente Redwoods Public Access Plan

3h2l20Le

E"ishFsd InBBffi ,Qsssimo

D. BIO; OGICI4I RESOTIRCES: Woutd the yoleet: 4. In*fete wbstaatially with the awstat of
aay a*ine trrlideitt or migratory frsh or wiruffe ryr;ctes ar migraary wiildlffe oridon, or inpede the

ux of native wildti{e aurwysfresl(tnidal Study, p. 59)

Ite Ptsn (p,) notes that dog walkfu would have a subetandve adneise effect ou cougar uursery sites.

The luitial Study appears to rely on Plan ctrnprent* as mitigations withopt liEciog tlt€m ss sucb,

indudiug;

" property wiil be clocd at night prouidizg wildtife an opporwnity to mow thtough pubfic

affgfsat?asn

the adaptive nazrgement *megies of tlze prapd Saa Yicste frdMs ?ublic Accss
Plaa

"Constuction Pntacot BR-1.8. Whete wlands ors**ms cennot fu awidd, apprcpriate appmvals

ftom the WACE (for impa,rs to rcgulat& wetlaadc or arus below the otdiaaryhigl wetermark of
rryulatd sreams) and/or the RWQCB ead the C,DF\Y fwimpc* to regulatd wetlaads, rtpariaa

vqeatiaz or ateas below the top of bank of rcgulatd s*eams) slull be wuttd pior u iaitiaring

work in th*b arcas. The mecrt s iacludd tn aay arch authorizations shall be iaarpond into the

dxiga." (lloltlel $tudy, p. 56)

r Are wedands considered E$IIA by tbe Coastal Commission?

' Vfhat kind of corsultaripu and permining is possible or will be required to dorelop

reseatimal trsils in wetlands accotding to Coastal Courmissio:i policy?
. How many linear feet and aeres of trail or other sccess.i!ftastructure, iueluding the proposed

parking lot, wlll pass through Coastal Csmmission ("1 parameter) ES]trA wetlaud?

Ei&lic &:r4ees-QEest-ipl5

O PWLTC fiERWCff
'Would the pmject: Wauld the prcixt ruutt in sbgdtial edvexe pfurical impc* atwiated with
the providan of new or phyxically eltetrd governmstal faaUtied aed for aev or phpically ale'rad

governmual frcilides, the construdba ofwhlch auld cau* significaat eauiruaaenal impa*s, ia
order a maiaain accepuble sewie ntirr,, respaare tim*, ar othspertarmanre obj*ii,eo for any o!
the public deMmsT (hitial Snrdy, p. 88).

*Poticy Acce-s 2,3. Work with pataen to easune adquate prauisioa of stugary sewie*,"

What data does ttre l*ad Agency rdy otr ta establisb no potendal sigaificant impacts uader
this section?

t
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Grey Hayes, PhD lndependent Ecologlst

Comments on the lnltlal Sady and the San Wcente Redwoods Puhlic Access Plan

slLuzots

'Tnil plenning hr the Lagwa tiact hx ber:n conducted ia cootdiaatiaa with CDF5Y,., "(Inirirl
Strrdy, p. 28)

Questions:
. Hes the CDIW approrcd thrmgh trail use by the prol€ct propoD.entg?

r 'What level of environmeutd rsview has CDFTI underteker ia order to allow the flirrent
trail acrees, which would be less thnn the additional proposed access?

r How does CDIT/ have the authority to permit uses for the next 10 years on aa Ecdqgical

Regerce without an approved rna',agement plan?
. Has the Coesrel Coua.ission peviously coamuniceted to CDFTFI abort visitor use at the

' Ecological R:certe in t.he ab*ence dan approved rnrnegetenl plar!
r lYould the target group for the Iaguna Palcel uail - recreetiooal trailusse - be impactilg

Environrnentally &nsidve Habitnt Arees at the Bonny Doou Ecological Reeerrre?

. How is the traii ryrtem at the Ee{ogical Resenre, "ttd, by extension into the Iaguna Parcrl,

an interilretive "trail versus a recreational uail?

Ahernativej Ana lysls gge$tion g

Allowed Uses;

Aliking Bike Ridiag, Hasebck Ridiag, aad Dag Watklng Thax uses rcsuh in similateffer.,fr in

rqard to trail erosfoa, in that *ail daign and mainteaaa* have a greater effe .t oa etosion than rte
typ of ure.'(Initial Study, P. 16)

. How hre the Led Ag"ncy determined that tbese trail r:ses bave comparaHe efects on uaii
erosiou potertial?

o What scientific evidence suPPorts such a claim?

Thst four us aIso htve ban fouad n have iimilar imycto an wildlife"
r How has the l*ad Agerry determined that these trail uses have c-omparalle effrcB ou

wildtife dismrbance po-ter:tial?

o Wbat scientific evidence suPPorts such e claim?

o How cal the public undersand tle proposed project impacts when there is elso a

cortradictory Btatement quoted in the Study from the Sauta Cnrz ?urra Group "dog

walkiag * ur/re:rrtood rc daer ux ofthe arca by medium snd large uaruMls lor
sasitive life stage a*iuitier such at bffiiag and daaing,"

Educatlon 0uestlons

"EDUCATION 2;1 Encourage'research projects that wil! inform mana8ement of publie access, such as

studi6s that monltor envlronmental impacts of vlsltors on the reservcs-" {Plan, p' 3-5)

. Why do the project proponents limit the research to thet whiclt informs manaBement of public

access?

4
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Grey Hayes, PhD lndependent Ecologast

cornments on the lnitlal study and the san vicenb Redwoods Public Access Plan

t/tzlzotg

The lnlgal Study says {lkepu4trm of the prupred Saa We"nte Rcd.twods PubticAcw Plaa is to

i&atify the ohott-aad tory-tenn ulsion and tuols o initiae and mainain public arcc5s far at lcact l0
yan.' (tnida, ftudy p. 12J

. Hownrae the level of public ascess detemlred?
r 'WLy was tbe levei of public acoets no! included in tlre CEQA proiect prupcpe $&rEffIend

; Ho,*, doee tle proj*r lropoo*t distinguiih bet\reen public accese aud pri'iate accness uses of

the proPerrY?

. r Ho$, doee ttc pmject proponent forerce the rrio of public &ccsF Yerflls Prinate access uses of

the properry over tle coune of the l0-year Proied timetame?

r To srhat oc€nr harre public eatities or prhnte fundi% Ege[ctes mandated public access as

part of thdr fuodiag obllgations?

o ff so, to whrt *t*t harre these fuodiog obligatione informed the proiect purpose?

Public Outreaqh: e$d Enq$FemEnt Suestlo$

Extenslve activities are outtined in the plan and lnltlal Study including the types cf attendees, but not the

issues raised. Of the many actlvlt'res, the document sEtes that only the lnput from the communitY

meetings wos used to revise the Plan.

: Why did the Plan authoB spend so much time and tnoney on public orrtreach and erEagement?

. tn what ways did ftedback from the community meeffngs afect the conte{* ard dlrection of the

Plan?.
1 Why wasn't input from the other extensiw public outreach and engageme nt actlvtties used to

revise the Plan?

r How did the Plan authors apply soclal sctence tools to analyze and summarize tbe public lnput

into the Plannlng Process?

Tmll Plannlna Questions

.RECREArION 4.7 Deslgndte a StEltne-to-Seo Tmll conldor through San Wente fiedwoods, etctendtng

from Empire Grade ta the Cotat ,'Caast Doiries pnperly." (Plan, p 3't[)

Quesdons

r llow was it determ:ned that regional trait mnnectlons are a prlorlty for ilre property?

o *n.J o.J:1tff:rffiic;.ffrueds wrrrbe met bvthis prrorrtv?

o What iocio-econornlc demographlc ls most likehto be served. by such a priorlty?
!r How was thts determlned?

. How was lt determined ttrat a Skyine4o-Sea Trail corridor should be a priority iorthe property?

o *T o'fiTxrT;ffi1'f,['ileds wirr be met bv this priorrtv?

o *n1t'Tl;;:ffiT;fftrfillf - mast Iikery b be served bv such a prroritv?

3
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6rey l{ayes, PhD lndependent Ecologist

Comments on the lnitlal Study and the San Vlcente Bedwoods Publlc Access Plan

ilLzlzALs

Enfurcement Questtons

The Plan and Initiol Study seem to rely on policies and regulatlons wlth some educatlon and signage to

reduce the lmpacts of the extenslve new recreational uses of thls property. And yet, there ls no clear

dedlcailon to enfurcement mentoned.

r What evldence does the Lead Agency crte to support that non.enforcement-based approaches

work to deter unirwited recreatlonal uses such as wlth thls project?

r To what extent are the ProJect Proponents dedicated to legal enforcement of the recreatlonal

use pollcles associated with the Plan?

o What speciftc County, State, or Federal laws/regulaUons/codes would tle PrcJea

"""'"'#'*I,',",':ff :::ffi 
,j#flT:f,'j,: j,ffff*atedtoassuring

prosecution of those laws?

to whatextent k the District Attornds office dedicated to assuring prosefitbn

of those laws?

r What evldence does the Lead Agency or Project Pmponents cite for the ratlo of trall users who

abide by restrlctlons versus those who do not ln natural arear ln the regiUt?

o What level of effort do the ProJect Proponents belletre wlll be necessary to iorrtrol use

to deslgnated'tralls?
c How wlll the public access the statlstics related b enforcerntint activities on the

property?

Conseryation Eaqement-Proje6 Putgose 9uestions

The document lnfiorms the publlc of seemlngly contradictory directlsns of the conservatlon easement:

"..,oltowhg lorpubttcoaeis ts i reguircmentof tte Conservotion Eosamentthotp.ohfi dtc Pra@fty.* (Phn, p, 7'

3; Iaitla;study g, 721 versus'7h" f,rrservotion Eose.t ert gluef the ,$Rl the rtght to ollaw publlcoes. fp. 1'5f

Qtestions:

' ln what weys has tegal counsel determlned that it as e rcqulrement that the o*rners provide prbllc access

on the PmpertY?
, Hor does the cited easement langgage glMng dle propsrty owner the 'right to allm public aesJ

correlate with the requiremeitfqr public aceess?

. How lmportant was'lt to the Lead ,tency revlew that tlre Conlen Athn easement mry raqulre versrs

ollow publlc acess?
r What ccmmunicatlons from the Easement holders lncluding thelr legal eunsel{s) indicate tte degree'to

whlch public access must be allorecd?

"The public Acress plgn lncludes a Recteatbnal Access Plan ond o Researxh and Educotlon Access Pian,

though the focus ol Ue PubtrAicess Plan is recredtlonol ofsess and regional Uail connecti0r?s' While all

research and educattottot sctivfttes orc not necessarlly ogen to the publlc, they are inctuded oi intt ol the

publtc Access Plaa fuause oI the edutrltlrn potentiol and becouse rereorch and educotion wlll be

supported by the sf,me tmild and access featura required.fw recreatlonal acress. Research a*,f1ss will be

managed by the ownars, *hlle educatlonal ond speciol use wilt be monaged by the Lond Trust."

2
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Grey Hayes, PhD lndependent Ecologlst

Comments on the lnltial Study and the San Vbente ftedwoods Publlc Access Plan

3lL2/zOLe

CoastalAct Ouestions

o What.Fortion of the proposed proiect is ln the Stats'deslEnated CoastalZone?

r What portion of proposed recreatlonal trall use would take place in EnvlrcnmentallySensltlve

Habitat Areas (ESllA), whhh are protected by CoastalCommission policy?

" o How has the project p_roponent consulted whh the Coastal Commlsslon about ESHA

concerns?

+ What asp€cts of recreational trall use Ere permissible in ESHA?

o To what degree must trails be redesigned to transfdrm them from recreatlonal to

interpretive tralls to meet t$e requirements of trail development through ESHA?

MltlEation Measures and Public Reportlge Questions

The approval process retles on a CEQA process of Mitigated N$atlve Declaratlon, requling mltigation

measures !o be enacted and ongolng monitoring and maintpnance to reduce certaln impacU to below

certain thresholds.

* What are the speclftc baseline yeflros thresholds of slgnlficance ior the all of the potential

impacts that require mltigation to bring the progised proiect lmpacts to a level of "lCss fllan

signiffcant?o
* To what degree does the lnitaal Study rely on the "Construction Protocoti" 1Plan, p. 7-25)

inclu.ded in the Access Plan in order to determhe that a CEqA Mittgated Negatlve Declaratlon ls

sufflclent for'environmental review and approval? Whiih ProUcols are omltted from the Plan in

the lnitlal Study, and why?

" To what degree does the lnltial Study rely on the 'Trall Malntenance Guldellnas'{PIan, p. 7-38}

included in the Access Plan ln order to determine that a CEQA Mhlgated Negative Declaration is

sufficient for environmental review and approval? Whlch Guidellnes are omltted from the Plan

ln th€ lnitialstudy, and why?
. To what degrce does the lnitialstudy rely on the"daptive n anagemetrttuztegia{ (lnitial

Study, p. 581 lncluded ln the Access Plan ln order to determine that a CEOA Mltigated Negatlve

Deslaration is suffrcient fior environmental review and approval? Which speclfr strategies from.

th,i Plan are omltted as speciflc miti8ations in the lnitialstudy, and why?
* How wtllthe publlc be lnformed about the lmplementstlon and monltoring of allof the

mitlgation measurEs that made it possible to rely on'a Mlti$ted Negative Declaration

pmcesrdapproval, lncludlng succets of the adapthe management strategies, congtrustion

protocols and trall maintenance guldellnes?

o wr I the tead ffl:ffi IJr'ff:ffif#fl shotds to monrtor, how wnr the prorect

pn ponent know what must be lncluded ln those reports?

Why has the public not been informed about these ,eportang requirements

durlng this public review process?

I
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From:
Scnt:
Tg:
SubJec*
,lttachrnent3:

Grey Hayes <coas:alprairie@aol.com>

Tnesday, March 12,201910$3 PM

RandallAdams
San Vicente Redwoods Plan and lnitial Study Comments
G H ayesJo mments-SVRPlan-l nStu$. do ot

Hello Randall,

Athphe4 please find my commen$ regarding the San Vicents Redwoods Ptrblic Access Plan md
accompanying Initial study&,Iitigated Negdive Drc.

I submit these comments as a private citizerl m ecologist, and as onc v,,ho has extssive familiarity
with the biological arid socisl comnrunities in the rcglon sunounding the proposed project.

I am also a neighbor and a somstimes collaborator with the project propon€nts. tn these regmds, I
have tlre highdt estee,m for the integnty and neighborliuess offie individuals inYolvd. I hopethat

the comments are rcceived with this in mind - that I have long worked to imprcve thc science,

planning, analysrs, and public participation in natrnal arcasi managemenL a subject tlat I teach at

it e Uoiuoritfmd havercseaxched as a professional scientist.

I hope that the Counfy andthe Project Proponmts make some efforts to improve ulbat has b'm
proposed in response to my coilrments.

Please email me back a receipt so that I know you have received this before deadline.

Mroy thanls,

ciey

Gtey Hayes, PbD

Ecqloetst
co astalprairie@pol. oom
greyhayes.uet

@drer€yhsyes

t
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Froru
Sent
TO:

Henry Millstein <eliyahudelacruz@icloud.com >

Friday, March 8,2019 5Sg PM

RandallAdams
San Viente Redwoods Public CommenESuSfec:

Dear Mr. Adame,

As a persol wno trequenty hlkes. in Santa Cruz County, I wiah to qprffi! my su.pport tur frre.p1an br trails in Sa1

Vincdnte Redrroods ty Ud t-ana Trust of SanE Chra County. ! belisve that publlcaccess to hls area ls essenflal !o

maintainlng $upport bi it as publlc open space, I hope thal you will support thb proJec{ going fonrard.

Yours,
Henry Mlllstein
1 604 Collingnrvoad Ave.
San Joea, CA 95125

1
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FEom:
Ssltt
to:
Sublech

john engell <johnf.engell@gmail.com>
Sunday. March 1O 2019 123 PM
RandallAdams
San Vicente Redwoods Public Cornments

Dear lv1r. Adams,

As a long-time member of Sepervirens Frmd, I stongly support the trail plan for the San Vice,nte Redwoods
pr€serve.

Sincerely. John Engell

1
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Randalt Adams

F oril:
Sent:
lo:

Be n Martin < benrnartin 1 2 @stanfordalum ni.org >

Saturday, March 9, 2019 3:47 PM

Randall'Adams'

San Vicente Redwoods Publlc CommentsSubject:

Dear lvk. Adarns,

I support ths proposal prepared by the Land trust of Santa Cruz County, in conjuaction with the Senpervirens

Furd, to constust 38 miles of trails through the SanViucente redwoods.

Sincerely,

Dr. Ben R. Martin
Mountain View

1
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Frcn*
Scnc
?o:

Virginia Lestie < mvleslie@att.net>
Saturday, March 9,20.l9 1:01 PM
'RandallAdarns

San V'iene Redwoods Public CommentsSubjert

One of Santa Crtz Countfs biggestaesets is its ac6ds to nat re. Many peopb vlslt fior a chance to spend Ume in $e
redwoods or at the coast. Leting fie Lan<l Trust of SanE CrLe County s$/e a strctch of &e San Vlcenb Redwmds and
make it accesslble b he public would add b the natural dchee of tre county.

Sncercly,
M, Vhglnia Leelie

1
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Frorr:
Sent:
't'o:

Richard Rammer <richramrn@grnail.com>

Saturday, March 9,2019 9:54 AM

RandallAdarns
San Mcente Redwoods Public Comments$ubJect:

I reviewed the mils plan submitted for the San Viosnte Rcdwoods. I like the overall layout srd the fast ftat &c

trails should reduce incr.nsious into othcr areas. I to,pe it gots asproval as I plan tc help build the teill
whenever time permits me !o voluil*r. I skongly favor prcscrvation of or:r renaining Redwood habitat along

our beautifuI Nortbern Califomia coast.

Richard Rammer

I
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Randall

Frcro:
Sent
lo:

Anil Gangolll < 1 S00getanil@gmail,mm>
Saturday, March 9,2019 7:39 AM
RandallAdams
San Vicente Redwoods Public CommeneSubJect:

Dear Mr. Adams:

I am writirg to egister my support br the plan, submitGd by the Land Trust of Sanh Crrtz County, for approximately 38
miles of trails throrgh San Vlcinte Redryoods. These trailswilt provHe access br ruiOents of Sinta Cruz and
neighborlng countl* b tris beautitul preserve while Eking the proper caudon and care to miligate imp*.ts b tL Providlrg
access is impottant because it allows the population b darclop an appradation for the land and to underutand fte value
of p.rbllc and donor investnent to preeerve it.

AnllGarBolll
Palo Alto, California
Ub Member of The $ieru Club,
Member/donor of Sempervirene Fund and POST

1
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Frcnt:
$el*
To:

Randall Kirschman < rkliemail@gmail.com>

Friday, March 8,2019 8:57 PM

RandallAdams
San Vlcente Redwoods Public Comqents

Subjece

I mr in favor of Whetevert promotes nafiral environments in this age of eDdlEss traffic and smartphone

obsession'

(another) Randall

I
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Rendall Adams
!lt

From:
Sent:
To:

kristlnwomack < kristinvr,omack@yahob.com>

Friday, March 8,2019 828 PM

RandaltAdams
San Vicente Redwoods Public CommentsSu$cct

I strongly support the plan for 38 miles of tails put fonrard by the Trust for Public Land of Surta Chrz Coun8

inthe San Vicente Redwoods Preserve!

Sincerely, Kristin Womaclc

Scnt fiom rny Sanrsung Gala:cy smartpholre;

1
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RandallAdams

Frcm:
Sent:
To;

Mar.cel Moran < mora nm@be*eleyedu >

Frlday, March 8,2019 5:33 PM

RandallAdams
San VicenE Redurcods Public CommenBSubjcct

To Whom it May Concerrl

My name is Marccl Momn, I am a Bay Area resident, aod avid hiker iu the Santa Cruz Mouutains. I anr wdting
!o endorse the plan subanitted by thc tand Trust of Santa Cn:z County for 38 milcs of tails in the San Viccntc
Rcdwoods. This ncw park will be a wo.ndorful addition to the redwood forests of the county, and I cannot wail
to visit them as a hikdr!

Sincerely,

Marcel Moran
PhD SMeat
De,parfinent of City & Regional Planning
University of Califonria" Berkeley

mot-rurg ji belkel ey.edu

I
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Adams

Frorrt
Sent:
?o:

Jayne Cerny <Jaynecemy@gmail.com>

Friday, March 8, 2019 5:11 PM
RandallAdams
San Mcente Redwoods Public CommentsSubject:

Phase preserve the beauty of *rE San Mcente Redwoods and crcate this preserve for ttre public b apprscisto them.

Jayne Cemy

t
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fo:
SltbFct

From
Sant

Please pleserv€ thc $an Yiccntc Rsdu,oodst

Bob ScfrildEen <bcbschildgen@gmail,com>

Frlday, March 8, 2019 4:13 PM

RandallAdams
San Vicente Redwoods Publk Comments

t
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RECEIVED GAVIN NEWSOM, Gdre.ro.
STATE OF CALIFORNIA-THE RESOURCES AGENCY

CALIFORNIA COASTAL COMMISSION
CENTRAL COAST DISTRICT OFFICE

725 FRONTSTREET. SUITE 3OO

saNTA CRUZ, CA95060-4508

vorcE (831)427-4a63 F AX lg31) 427-4Aft

SECTIONI. Appellant(s)

Name: Jacob Pollock

Mailing Address: I l3l B King St

City:Santa Cnlz

JUL 23 20'lg

CALIFORNIA
COASTAL COMMISSION
CENTRAL COAST AHEA

APPEAL FROM COASTAL PERMIT DECISION OF LOCAL GOVERNMENT

please Revierv Attached Appeal lnformation Sheet Prior To Completing This Form.

Zip Codc: 95060 Phonc: (831) 566-0981

2

3

SECTION II. Decision Beins Ap ealed

1 . Name of local/port govemment: Santa Cruz County

Brief description of development being appealed:

Proposal to construct a parking lot and trail system or access to open space'

Requires a Coastal Development

Permit, Master Site Plan Approval, and Riparian Exception.

Development's location (street address, assessor's parcel no , cross street, etc ):

080-0ll-42 + Multiple APN's

4. Description ofdecision being appealed (check one'):

tr Approval; no sPecial conditions

X Approval with special conditions:

! Denial

Note: For jurisdictions with a total LCP, denial decisions by a local govemment cannot be

appealedunlessthedevelopmentisamajorenergyorpublicworksproject.Denial
diiisions by port govemments are not appealable'

TO BE COMPL ETED BY COMMISSION:

APPEAL NO: As-xo -tq- 0sa
/

DISTRICT:

3DATE FILED:
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APPEAL FROM COASTAL PERN{IT DECISION OF LOC.{L GO!'ERNMENT (Paee 2)

5. Decision being appealed was made by (check one)

X PlanningDirectoriZoningAdministrator

tr City Council/Board of Supervisors

tr Planning Commission

tr other

6. Date of local govemment's decision:

7. Local govemment's file number (if any):

6121lt9

Application Number: l8l 146

SECTION III. Identificatio n of Other Interested Persons

Give the names and addresses of the following parties. (Use additional paper as necessary.)

a. Name and mailing address olpermit applicant:

Peninsula Open Space Trust

222 High 511ss1, Palo Alto. CA 94301

(2)

Donna Karolchik, donnak@soe.ucsc.edu

Jim Feichtl,2036 Lyon Ave', Belmont, CA 94002

Bob Schildgen, bob.schildgen@gmail.com

Jayne CemY, jaYnecernY@gmail.com

Marcel Moran, moranm@berkeley.edu

Kristin Womack, kristinwomack@yahoo.com

Randall Kirschman, rkkemail@gmail.com

Anil Gangolli, Palo Alto, Califomia I 800getanil@gmail'com

See attached sheet for more names and addresses

(3)

b. Names and mailing addresses as available ofthose who testified (either verbally or in writing) at

the city/county/port hearing(s). Include other parties which you know to be interested and

should receive notice of this appeal.

(l) Joel Steinberg MD, Santa Cruz Califomia. j fbergs@sbcglobal.net

(4)
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APPEAL FROM COAST AL PERMIT DECISION OF LOCAL GOVERNMENT (Paee 3)

PLEASE NOTE:

. Appeals of local govemment coastal pernrit decisions are limited by a variety of factors and requirements of the Coastal

Aci. Please review the appeal information sheet for assistance in completing this section

. State briefly your reasons for this appeal. lnclude a summary description ofLocal Coastal Program, Land Use Plan,

or port Master Plan policies and requirements in rvhich you believe the project is inconsistent and the reasons the

decision rvarrants a new hearing (Use additional paper as necessary.)

o Thjs need not be a complete or exhaustive statement of your reasons of appeal; however, there must be sufficient

discussion for staffto detennine that the appeal is allowed by law. The appellant, subsequent to filing the appeal, may

submit additional infonnation to the staff and/or Commission to support the appeal request'

SECTION IV. Reasons SuDDortins This Aoneal

See attached sheet
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SECTIONV. Certification

The information and facts stated above are correct to the best of my/our knowledge.

? il*h/
of Appellant( s) or Authorized Agent

z/tDate:

Note: If signed by agent, appellant(s) must also sign below-

SectionVI. AsentAuthorization

IAVe hereby
authorize

F-v" W'rX

to act as my/our representative and to bind me/us in all matters this

tr'
t,

Signature of Appellant(s)

7/ +t/t tDate:
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Reasons Supporting Appeal of decision of 6121119 of Santa Cruz County project no.181146

The following insufficiencies in the plan and the planning process support my appeal of Santa
Cruz County Project 181146 decision of 6121119 and a request for hearing.

The project is inconsistent with LCP policy 16.30 RIPARIAN CORRIDOR AND WETLANDS
PROTECTTON which require an exemption for any development in a riparian corridor area

surrounding perennial streams, intermittent streams, and wetlands).

16.30.060 D(4) Riparian Exception Findings need to show that the granting ofthe exception, in
the Coastal Zone, will not reduce or adversely impact the riparian corridor, and there is no
feasible less environmentally damaging alternative.

The County's Conditions of Approval rely on a MMRP including mitigations BIO-4, BIO-5,
Bio-6, and BIO-7) to comply with the LCP 16.30.060 requirement to not impact riparian
corridors as detailed below.

Riparian Exception Findings: The county's Riparian Exception Findings state only that "BMPs
utilized in the design ofthe proposed bridges pontoons and armored crossing will ensure that
there will not be adverse impacts to the riparian corridor. .." - There is not enough detail here to

determine if the exception is valid. It gives no reference to mitigations or the findings of the

CEQA process that say that mitigations are needed to prevent adverse impacts to riparian areas

and wetlands. Also, they do not show that no alternatives are possible.

Conditions of Approval: The County's Conditions of Approval VII. Mitigation Monitoring
Program (sic) lists a set ofrequired mitigation measures and says that, "a monitoring and

reportlng Drogram for the above mitigation is hereby adopted as a condition ol approval for this

project." And that, "the purpose ofthis monitoring is to ensure compliance with the

environmental mitigations durinq project implementation and operation."

Mitigation Monitoring And Reporting Program (MMRP) and Environmental Review

Checklist. The mitigations referred to above were part of a MMRP as required by the County to

conform with the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). The basis for these mitigations

was the CEQA Environmental Review Checklist created for this project. Checklist item D2 gives

the mitigation measures (BIO-4, BIO-5, Bio-6, and BIO-7) required to prevent significant

impacts to riparian areas. Checklist item D3 gives mitigation measures required to prevent

significant impacts to \ etlands.

On-going impacts: The Environmental Review Checklist D2 (riparian impacts) makes it clear

tnat]'tnerconieptual trail network has the pq!9nr!iAl-.1!e-i!qpAg! these communities Iriparian habitat

or sensitive natural communities] through both initiat trail construction and subsequent use and

maintenance."

checklist Item D2 says mitigations BIo-4 - BIO-7 are needed to avoid impacts. Except for

signage and picnics, only BIO-6 covers "subsequent use and maintenance"

810-6 requires the implementation olthe Trail Maintenance System defined in chapter 6 of the

San Vicenie Redwoods Public Access plan and this Trail Maintenance System relies and requires

Trail Maintenance Guidelines found in chapter 7 (p 111) of the Public Access Plan.. 810-6 also

requires that the trail maintenance system include a monitoring program'

1
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Reasons Supporling Appeal of decisi on of 6121 119 of Santa Cruz County project no. 181 1 46

The Environmental Review Checklist D3 (wetland impacts) makes it clear that the project has

the potential to directly affect sensitive aquatic communities [wetlands] as well as to affect
buffers of Environmentallv Sensitive Habitats protected under the LCP

Checklist item D3 cites, in order to have no impact, the need to implement design guidelines,

construction protocols, and maintenance guidelines found in the SVR Public Access Plan as well
as implement BIO-4 - Bio-7, it also says the Access ptive management aDDroach

would further ensure the sensitive habitats are protected.

Monitoring PIan: The monitoring plan is defined by the SVR Public Access Plan Ch 7 "Trail
Maintenance Guideline" and in SVR Public Access Plan Ch 6 "Develop and Implement
Adaptive Management Strategies." Although the Trail Maintenance System is explicitly
mentioned in 810-6, I ask the Coastal Commission to clarifu that both components of the

monitoring plan are indeed a condition ofapproval.

Specific Project Insufficiencies: The project and the approval ofthe project are insufficient to

meet the requirements ofthe LCP as described above. The following are specific details:

The Riparian Exception Findings do not warrant an exception being granted because they lack

detail and do not refer to mitigation measures, monitoring or reporting as noted by the CEQA

repofts as being necessary to prevent riparian (incl wetland) impacts. They also do not mention

mitigation of on-going impacts of trail use.

The SVR Public Access Plan does not have details of a ortin rC uirement for its monitoring
plan that is required by the County's Conditions ofApproval. This reporting plan should include

details such as exactly what will be reported when and how the public will have access to these

reports. without a reporling plan, there are no checks on whether the monitoring is being done

properly to insure no adverse impact as required by 16.30.060 D(4). Monitoring plan

implementations are generally one of the first items to be cut when budget shortfalls occur.

The description of the monitorins plan is incomolete because The county conditions of
Approval do not explicitly require the Adaptive Management portion ofthe SVR Public Access

ptn l,.Develop and Implement Adaptive Management Strategies"), however much of the

monlto ns olan is contained in that section

The County Conditions of Approval and MMRP do not implicitly req uire the Adaptive

Management portion of the San Vicente redwoods Public Access plan, the CEQA checklist D3

mentions it as addi tional protection to ensure wetland protection. This is important for protection

during the on-going operational and maintenance periods

condition of approval.

I ask that it be explicitly included as a

The county conditions of Approval and MMRP do not explicitly require Bioloeical Reso-urce

Assessme.,t porlion of the San vicente redwoods Public Access plan, but the cEQA checklist

D3 mentions it as necessary to avoid adverse impact ofwetlands'

The County Conditions Of APProval and MMRP do not explicitly require the implementalion of

the desi sn suide lincs- construc tion Drotocols and maintenance suidelines of the SVR Public

Access Plan (except to broadly say that construction should be ' 'as indicated on the SVR Public

Access Plan"), but the CEQA checklist D3 mentions them as ne

of wetlands.

2

cessary to avoid adverse imPact
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Reasons Supporling Appeal ofdecision of 6121119 of Santa Cruz County project no.181 146

The monitorine plan is incomplete because it does not explicitly include specific uantifiable
measurements of im ts, nor upper and lower thresholds ofthese measurements that would
indicate they are out of mitigation compliance. It also does not include specific actions to be

implemented when these target thresholds are exceeded. These are essential parts ofa monitoring
plan in order to insure successful protection ofriparian and wetland habitats.

The required mitigation measure from the County's Conditions of Approval do not include
measures set forth the in the CEQA Environmental Checklist as being necessary for proper

mitigation of riparian and wetland impacts.

The County-approved mitigation measures fall short and do not match those outlined by the

biological report (Attachment 5, MND), which are more restrictive and were used by the project
proponent's expert biologists as rationale for reducing impacts to less than significant.

The effects ofvisitation (numbers and times) need to be analyzed in relation to their impacts on

riparian and wetland habitats. There is a huge expected visitation rate (avg. 1,200 per weekend)

which will be mostly confined to a narrow trail, riding a bike (or walking) the full downhill
length ofthe proposed trail. This intensifies the impact beyond what is implied by the SVR

Public Access Plan. Analyzing these impacts will allow control of the number of visitors

BEFORE they adversely impact the protected habitats protected by LCP 16.20 rather than after

the damage has occurred.

The plan relies on segmentation of environmental review processes in two situations and

therefore reduces the likelihood that riparian and wetland habitats will be adequately analyzed

and addressed by this planning process and plan. Segmentation leads to limited consideration of
the impacts as well as an efficient and perhaps counterproductive mitigation. For instance. the

Skytine to the Sea, San Vicente Redwoods trail ends were another project begins. That project,

the Cotoni Coast Dairies access and management plan, is clearly needed to complete the trail, the

project's initial study describes phase 3 and states, "lmplementation of this phase would be

dependent on establishment of connecting trails at the Cotoni-Coast Daities." By segmenting

the environmental review process ofwhat is clearly a single project into 2 separate analyses,

potential impacts of the eniire project - a "skyline-to-the-sea" type trail are not iully considered,

mitigations may not be compatible oI may even be counterproductive. consequently, the intent

of eivironmenial review processes for a detailed and complete analysis of impacts and

mitigations, is circumvenied. The approval of SVR Redwoods project with its implied biological

protictions, may influence a less-than-critical review ofthe cotoni coast dairies project. In

udaition, there is no extant management and access plan at the Bonny Doon Ecological Reserve.

Similarly, cDFW must embark on a GEQA planning process lor any trails within the Reserve,

some olwhich may or may not be appropriate lor access onto San Vicente Redwoods property.

In both these prior cases, trails will cross two jurisdictions. complicating management decisions

in such a wayas to further endanger impacts to ESHA and public safety. Should one agency

ascertain the need to restrict acceis on their land, there is no mechanism proposed to facilitate

"."r.-"g.*y 
cooperation and no demonstration that such cross-agency, operation is feasible.

The project proponents have failed to adequately analyze cumulative impacts, especially to

*"truna, una nignty sensitive species such as mountain lions, a keystone species. The recently

upp.or.a Rail Tiaii will bring lrarge numbers ofvisitors, adding to already rapidly growing use of

3
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Reasons Supporting Appeal of decision of 6121119 ofSanta Cruz County project no.181146

State Parks in the project vicinity. The beaches olcotoni coast Dairies have been opened to

public use without Coastal Commission review and in absence ofany planning whatsoever.

Large parking lots and campgrounds at Wilder Ranch State Park have been approved and will
also greatly increase use in the vicinity ofproject. uses between this proposed project will be

additive with and interact with these other projects, but the project proponents fail in analyzing

these cumulative effects. Recent publications have emphasized the sensitive nature of mountain

lions in avoiding areas with too much human use; this species has very few areas left in the

region where it can maintain breeding and denning behaviors. A more comprehensive

examination of the cumulative impacts of the many emerging projects on Santa Cruz County's

North Coast is needed before this proj ect should be approved.

16.30.060 A(4) States that Project Plans need to show the distance to riparian areas. These

distances for proposed trails as well as distances for proposed trails to wetlands, and ESHAs are

not included in planning or project documents.

The project is inconsistent with LCP policy 16.32 SENSITIVE HABITAT PROTECTION

which requires protection and preservation ofessential habitat (ESHA).

The project will impact three types of habitats considered Environmentally Sensitive Habitat

,t.eai IESHa;Nin the Coastal Zone: wetlands, maritime chaparral, coastal prairie' and

indigenous ponderosa pine woodlands. The project fails to demonstrate that altematives are not

viab'ie for tliese impacti, and the impacts are not allowed under the LCP or Coastal Commission

policy.

According the Plan's Attachment 5, the Biological Resource Assessment, Figures 44 and 48, the

project wi-ll impact wetlands. Whereas the LCP allows for recreational use in riparian areas' there

is no exception for wetland; the Coastal Commission has allowed

educational/research./interpretive use that negatively impacts wetlands, but this proposal is for

purely recreational trails, which are not allowed.

Maritime chaparral and coastal prairie will be negatively impacted by the project (Attachment 5,

Figures 4A una +e;; both habitits have been recognized as ESHA since the adoption ofthe

CJunty,s outdated iCP. The project proponents have proposed separate (fire prevention).

p.j..L in tfr" immediate vicinity of ihis current proj ect that will negatively impact maritime

ifr"p*.a, but these projects are not here detaited despite having cumulative impacts on that

sensitive habitat.

Attachment 5 dismisses a number of grassland species as potential at the project site' despite

their own inventory explicitly showing impacts to grasslands and despite the necessity of

,.g"*.iy i-p"cting this habitat type o, 6LM land to make the final connection for Phase 3 of

the project.

Also, the Plan proposes a trail to the Laguna parcel; the Biotogical Resource Assessment-fails to

not" ihut this trail ielies on connections ihrough the Bonny Doon Ecological Reser-ve BDER,

ilnp".rirg indigenous ponderosa pine woodland. The trails through the BDER have_ not been

."ui"*"Aiy tfr-" Coastil Commisiion; despite prior complaints to the Commission by the

Cdifomia Native plant Society to the Commission and the California Department of Fish and

w arir", the latter agency has sanctioned ad hoc trail creation through extremely sensitive

4
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Reasons Supporting Appeal ofdecision of 6121119 of Santa Cruz County project no.181146

habitat without an approved management plan. Such use violates LCP policy 16.30 and LCP

policy 16.32 and the current project cannot be implemented without such violation.

ESHA designation may also extend to the large number (-28) of species designated as'objects
of the Monument' in the Presidential Proclamation designating Cotoni Coast Dairies as a part of
the Califomia Coastal Monument. These species were not considered at all for this project,

despite the project's reliance on, and impacts due to, entry into the Monument.

All the deficiencies noted above that refer to monitoring, reporting, adaptive management, on-

going impact, and segmentation ofenvironmental review processes in reference to LCP policy
16.30, also apply as deficiencies in regard to LCP policy 16.32.

5
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Names and Addresses of lnterested Parties continued.

i- l,
Joel Steinberg MD, Santa Cruz California. jfbergs@sbcgloba l.net Donna Karolchik,

d o n n a k @ soe. ucsc. ed u

Virginia Leslie, mvleslie@att.net

Dr. Ben R. Martin, Mountain View, benmartin 12@stanfordalum ni.org

John Engell, jo h nf.e nge ll@gm a il.com

Henry Millstein, 1504 Collingwood Ave. San Jose, CA 95125,

Grey Hayes, PhD, coastalprairie@aol.com

Gillian Greensite, Chair Sierra Club, Santa Cruz county Group, Po Box 604 Santa Cruz, CA 95061

Christine Duymich, Air Quality Planner, Monterey Bay Air Resources District

Susan Mason, s.maSon@d-mason.net

Val Haley,653 Quail Dr. Santa Cruz, CA 95060, vesnet@cruzio.com

Carrie Gaylord, ka rries @vmail. co m

Brenda Barcelo esse ncematpilates @g m a il. co m

David Jessen,854 Martin Rd., Bonnie Doon, Califo rnia d iessen@ucsc.edu

Brlan Largay, land trust of Santa Cruz County, 617 Water St., Santa Cruz, CA 95060

Mark Lipson, mark.lipson137@small.com
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Relevant Santa Cruz County LCP Provisions: 

LUP Policies & Objectives: 

Objective 5.1 Biological Diversity 

To maintain the biological diversity of the County through an integrated program of open space 

acquisition and protection, identification and protection of plant habitat and wildlife corridors 

and habitats, low-intensity and resource compatible land uses in sensitive habitats and 

mitigations on projects and resource extraction to reduce impacts on plant and animal life. 

 

5.1.3 Environmentally Sensitive Habitats 

Designate the areas described in 5.1.2 (d) through (j) as Environmentally Sensitive Habitats per 

the California Coastal Act and allow only uses dependent on such resources in these habitats 

within the Coastal Zone unless other uses are: 

(a) consistent with sensitive habitat protection policies and serve a specific purpose beneficial to 

the public; 

(b) it is determined through environmental review that any adverse impacts on the resource will 

be completely mitigated and that there is no feasible less-damaging alternative; and 

(c) legally necessary to allow a reasonable economic use of the land, and there is no feasible less 

damaging alternative. 

 

5.1.6 Development Within Sensitive Habitats 

Sensitive habitats shall be protected against any significant disruption of habitat values; and any 

proposed development within or adjacent to these areas must maintain or enhance the functional 

capacity of the habitat. Reduce in scale, redesign, or, if no other alternative exists, deny any 

project which cannot sufficiently mitigate significant adverse impacts on sensitive habitats unless 

approval of a project is legally necessary to allow a reasonable use of the land. 

5.1.7 Site Design and Use Regulations 

Protect sensitive habitats against any significant disruption or degradation of habitat values in 

accordance with the Sensitive Habitat Protection ordinance. Utilize the following site design and 

use regulations on parcels containing these resources, excluding existing agricultural operations: 

(a) Structures shall be placed as far from the habitat as feasible. 

(b) Delineate development envelopes to specify location of development in minor land divisions 

and subdivisions. 

(c) Require easements, deed restrictions, or equivalent measures to protect that portion of a 

sensitive habitat on a project parcel which is undisturbed by a proposed development activity 

or to protect sensitive habitats on adjacent parcels. 

(d) Prohibit domestic animals where they threaten sensitive habitats. 

(e) Limit removal of native vegetation to the minimum amount necessary for structures, 

landscaping, driveways, septic systems and gardens; 

(f) Prohibit landscaping with invasive or exotic species and encourage the use of characteristic 

native species. 

5.1.10 Species Protection 

Recognize that habitat protection is only one aspect of maintaining biodiversity and that certain 

wildlife species, such as migratory birds, may not utilize specific habitats. Require protection of 
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of these individual rare, endangered and threatened species and continue to update policies as 

new information becomes available. 

 

5.1.11 Wildlife Resources Beyond Sensitive Habitats 

For areas which may not meet the definition of sensitive habitat contained in policy 5.1.2, yet 

contain valuable wildlife resources (such as migration corridors or exceptional species diversity), 

protect these wildlife habitat values and species using the techniques outlined in policies 5.1.5 

and 5.1.7 and use other mitigation measures identified through the environmental review 

process. 

Objective 5.2 Riparian Corridors and Wetlands 

To preserve, protect and restore all riparian corridors and wetlands for the protection of wildlife 

and aquatic habitat, water quality, erosion control, open space, aesthetic and recreational values 

and the conveyance and storage of flood waters 

5.2.2 Riparian Corridor and Wetland Protection Ordinance 

Implement the protection of Riparian Corridors and Wetlands through the Riparian Corridor and 

Wetland Protection ordinance to ensure no net loss of riparian corridors and riparian wetlands. 

The ordinance identifies and defines riparian corridors and wetlands, determines the uses which 

are allowed in and adjacent to these habitats, and specifies required buffer setbacks and 

performance standards for land in and adjacent to these areas. Any amendments to this ordinance 

shall require a finding that riparian corridors and wetlands shall be afforded equal or greater 

protection by the amended language. 

 

5.2.3 Activities Within Riparian Corridors and Wetlands 

Development activities, land alteration and vegetation disturbance within riparian corridors and 

wetlands and required buffers shall be prohibited unless an exception is granted per the Riparian 

Corridor and Wetlands Protection ordinance. As a condition of riparian exception, require 

evidence of approval for development from the US Army Corps of Engineers, California 

Department of Fish and Game, and other federal or state agencies that may have regulatory 

authority over activities within riparian corridors and wetlands. 

 

5.2.4 Riparian Corridor Buffer Setback 

Require a buffer setback from riparian corridors in addition to the specified distances found in 

the definition of riparian corridor. This setback shall be identified in the Riparian Corridor and 

Wetland Protection ordinance and established based on stream characteristics, vegetation and 

slope. Allow reductions to the buffer setback only upon approval of a riparian exception. Require 

a 10 foot separation from the edge of the riparian corridor buffer to any structure. 

5.2.5 Setbacks From Wetlands 

Prohibit development within the 100 foot riparian corridor of all wetlands. Allow exceptions to 

this setback only where consistent with the Riparian Corridor and Wetlands Protection 

ordinance, and in all cases, maximize distance between proposed structures and wetlands. 

Require measures to prevent water quality degradation from adjacent land uses, as outlined in the 

Water Resources section. 
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5.2.7 Compatible Uses With Riparian Corridors 

Allow compatible uses in and adjacent to riparian corridors that do not impair or degrade the 

riparian plant and animal systems, or water supply values, such as non-motorized recreation and 

pedestrian trails, parks, interpretive facilities and fishing facilities. Allow development in these 

areas only in conjunction with approval of a riparian exception. 

 

5.2.8 Environmental Review for Riparian Corridor and Wetland Protection 

Require environmental review of all proposed development projects affecting riparian corridors 

or wetlands and preparation of an Environmental Impact Report or Biotic Report for projects 

which may have a significant effect on the corridors or wetlands. 

16.30.060 Exceptions. 

Exceptions and conditioned exceptions to the provisions of this chapter may be authorized in 

accordance with the following procedures: 

 

(A)    Application. Application for an exception granted pursuant to this chapter shall be made in 

accordance with the requirements of Chapter 18.10 SCCC, Level III or V, and shall include the 

following: 

 

(1)    Applicant’s name, address, and telephone number. 

(2)    Property description. The Assessor’s parcel number, the location of the property and 

the street address if any. 

(3)    Project description. A full statement of the activities to be undertaken, mitigation 

measures which shall be taken, the reasons for granting such an exception, and any other 

information pertinent to the findings prerequisite to the granting of an exception pursuant 

to this section. 

(4)    Two sets of plans indicating the nature and extent of the work proposed. The plans 

shall depict property lines, landmarks and distance to existing watercourse; proposed 

development activities, alterations to topography and drainage channels; mitigation 

measures, including details of erosion control or drainage structures, and the extent of areas 

to be revegetated. Plans shall be a minimum size of 18 inches by 24 inches, except that 

plans for minor proposals may be a minimum size of eight and one-half inches by 11 

inches. 

(5)    Applicant’s property interest or written permission of the owner to make application. 

(6)    Requested information. Such further information as the Planning Director may 

require. 

(7)    Fees. The required filing fee, set by resolution of the Board of Supervisors, shall 

accompany the application. 

 

(B)    Notice. Notices of all actions taken pursuant to this chapter shall be in accordance with the 

requirements of Chapter 18.10 SCCC. 

 

(C)    Proposals for minor riparian exceptions may be acted upon at Level III and proposals for 

major riparian exceptions may be acted upon at Level V pursuant to Chapter 18.10 SCCC. 

 

(D)    Findings. Prior to the approval of any exception, the Zoning Administrator shall make the 

following findings: 
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(1)    That there are special circumstances or conditions affecting the property; 

(2)    That the exception is necessary for the proper design and function of some permitted 

or existing activity on the property; 

(3)    That the granting of the exception will not be detrimental to the public welfare or 

injurious to other property downstream or in the area in which the project is located; 

(4)    That the granting of the exception, in the Coastal Zone, will not reduce or adversely 

impact the riparian corridor, and there is no feasible less environmentally damaging 

alternative; and 

(5)    That the granting of the exception is in accordance with the purpose of this chapter, 

and with the objectives of the General Plan and elements thereof, and the Local Coastal 

Program Land Use Plan. 

 

16.32.090(C) Sensitive Habitats Standards 

(1)    Environmentally Sensitive Habitat Areas. Only resource-dependent uses shall be allowed 

within any environmentally sensitive habitat area. 

TYPE OF SENSITIVE 

AREA 

PERMITTED OR 

DISCRETIONARY USES 

CONDITIONS 

(a) All Essential Habitats Nature study and research, hunting, 

fishing and equestrian trails that have 

no adverse impacts on the species or 

habitat; timber harvest as a conditional 

use 

Preservation of essential 

habitats shall be required 
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